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OCT 39 IS 
Vale Distrnct Office Burns Distnct Office 
100 Oregon Street HC 74-12533 Hwy 20 West 
Vale, Oregon 97918 Hines, Oregon 97738 
ln teply refer to 
Dear Public Land User 


You are cordially invited to assist the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) in a planning process that 1s important to you and your 
interests 


We ask for your participation in evaluating this Draft Southcastern Oregon Resource Management Plan/Environmental Impact 
Statement (SEORMPYEIS). This planning effort has been undertaken to provide the BLM’s Vale and Burns Districts with a 
comprehensive framework for managing the public land described in this document. The purpose ts to ensure public land use 1s 
planned for and managed in accordance with the Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA) of 1976, and is consistent 
with the principles of muluple-use and sustained yield 


The planning area encompassed by this document covers approximately 6.3 million acres of BLM-admunistered land spread over 
a total of approximately 8.S million acres in southeastern Oregon. The planning area spans parts of the Vale and Burns Districts 
including the Jordan and Malheur Resource Areas (Vale Distnct) located in Malheur County, and the Andrews Resource Arca 
(Burns District) located in Harney County 


Five management alternatives have been identified, described, and analyzed in this draft plan, cach with a different emphasis and 
cach addressing the planning issucs. Public comment played an important role im shaping both the issues and the alternatives 
Before the preferred alternative was developed, suggestions received from private individuals, interest groups, and other govern- 
mental entities were thoroughly considered. These suggestions were utilized to strike a reasonable balance between the expressed 
desires of the public to emphasize the production of various commodity resources, the desire to maintain the current flow of 
resources from public land, and the desire to protect, restore and enhance resource valucs 


The end product of this planning process will be a RMP which will integrate all resources, and thei subsequent uses, into a 
balanced approach to muluple-use management of the Jordan, Malheur, and Andrews Resource Areas for the next 20 years Your 


participation 1s essential to help guide the future management of public land 


We would appreciate you reviewing this document and providing us with your written comments by March |, 1999. Comments 
are most useful when they do one or more of the following: |) cite errors mm the analysis, 2) provide new information that would 
have a bearing on the analysis; 3) request clarification; and 4) cite misinformation that may have been used and could affect the 
outcome of the analysis. If you need assistance, please contact Gary Cooper, Planning Team Leader in the Vale District, or Glenn 
Patterson, Planning Team Leader in the Burns District, at any ime during the | 20-day comment penod 


Public information meetings will be scheduled and announced at a later date 


Thank you for your mterest in the management of public land 


Shon 
Edwin J mas James Kenna 


Vale District Manager Burns District Manager 
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DRAFT SOUTHEASTERN OREGON 
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 


1. Responsible Agency: Unsted States Department of the Intenor, Bureau of Land Management 
2.Draft(X) Final( ) 
3. Administrative Action (X) Legislative Action( ) 


4. Abstract: The Draft Southeastern Oregon Resource Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement (SEORMP/EIS) 
has identified five alternatives for managing 6.3 million acres of public land in southeastern Oregon. Input provided by the 
public during the scoping process helped develop the five alternatives, which are described and analyzed in the draft plan 
Alternative A emphasizes commodity production or extraction. Alternative B ts a continuation of current management and is 
the no action alternative. Alternative C, the agency preferred alternative, provides a balance with a high level of natural 
resource protection and improvement in ecological conditions while allowing commodity production. Alternative D empha- 
sizes resource values and the functioning of natural systems. Alternative E would minimize human intervention in the 


ecosystem, and eliminate commodity production. 


Mayor RMP issues include rangeland, woodland and mparian vegetation management, energy and mineral resources, designa- 
von and management of Special Management Arcas, fire management, recreation management, fish, wildlife, botany and 
Special Status species, and land tenure 


The draft document includes consideration of 60 existing and nominated arcas for designation as Areas of Critical Environ- 
mental Concern. Also addressed is suitability of wild, scenic, and recreational designations on 289 miles of stream segments 
determined to be eligible for such designations under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. 


This draft document establishes objectives and criteria for land management to be used within the concept of the adaptive 
management process. Adaptive management ts the continuing process of action-based planning, monitoring, evaluating and 
adjusting managemeni to improve achievement of goals and obyectives. Using this adaptive approach calls for applying the 
latest information and proicssional judgment to develop activity plans that will most likely meet objectives and desired future 
conditions. New information will be evaluated and decisions made whether or not to make adjustments or changes as 
expenence is gained from implementing activity plans. The adaptive managemeni approach will enable resource managers to 
determine how well management actions meet their objectives and what steps are needed to modify activities to successfully 
obtain the objectives of this plan. 


5. Date comments must be received: March 1, 1999 
6. Date Draft SEORMP/EIS made available to EPA and public: October 30, 1998 


7. For further information contact: 


Gary Cooper Glenn Patterson 

Bureau of Land Management Bureau of Land Management 
Vale District Office Burns District Office 

100 Oregon Street HC 74-12533 Hwy 20 West 
Vale, Oregon 97918 Hines, Oregon 97738 


Telephone: (541) 473-3144 Telephone: (541) $73-4400 
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Appendix A 
Scoping Comments 


Introduction 


During public scoping for this plan, wntien comments were received from 22 individuals and 15 agencies 
or groups. Oral comments were received at a senes of public moetungs held in the Vale and Burns Districts. 
and in Bend. Portland, and Bouse Many comments from the vaned individuals and groups gave simular 
information or proposed simular ideas Similar ideas and information were consolidated into a single 
comment 


Riparian 


1) Minemuze fencing im mparian zones, use mders to keep cattle out of sensitive arcas 


2) Management of mparian areas should continue in order to enhance aquatic habstats for threatened, 
endangered, and sensitive species 


3) Need more rock check dams in smaller streams to stop crosson and enhance fish and wildlife habstat 
4) Raparnan arcas should be restored as quickly as possible 


5) Severe restrictions, changes im grazing practices, or climination of grazing in mparian arcas 1s appropr- 
ate, if grazing occurs, it is not preferable in the growing season 


6) How will mparian arcas be managed to prevent the future listing of sensitive native fish stocks (1c. 
redband trout, bull trout, scvlpin, chub, etc)? 


7) Develop riparian areas along Jackass Creek, i.c., water seep on Davies acreage 
8) Monitor streams and ground water for water quality and quantity 
9) Use umprovement of water quality as a critena for developing management strategies 


10) Consider locating livestock exclusion areas in mparnan habitat 


Recreation 


1) Develop one or two additional primitive campgrounds (except do need to include outhouses ) 


2) Do not umprove existing roads or river access, beyond present conditions, provide only minimum 
maintenance to accommodate 4- wheel drive access only 


3) No new roads, trails, or river access points (on the Owyhee) should be constructed 


4) Do not allow cross-country vehicle wavel. Restnct off-road vehicles to existing roads only 
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$) Conssder umpacts of off-tughway vehucie use and recreatun facilsues on the proper funcuonng of 
ecosystems. 


6) Idenufy areas for motorized versus nonmotonzed based recreaton 

7) Do not close existing roads and 4-wheel drive wails, the land needs to be open to everyone, not just a few 
8) Lama horse or packstring use for recreation 

9) Manage for recreation because mt provides a high return to local communsues. the value of places like 
Steens Mountain, Jordan Craters, and the Owyhee and Malheur Rivers for tourism 1s much greater than for 
cattle or umber 

10) Do not designate any more Wild and Scenic Rivers (WSRs) 

11) Keep recreation at sts present levels, there are plenty of opportunities for people now. 

12) Do not promote tourism by people from outside the regoon 


13) Consult with the National Park Service concerning any rivers identified as eligible for the National 
Wild and Scenic Rivers System. 


14) Local governments should decide if recreation access should be mmproved and if more campgrounds 
should be developed, not BLM. 


15) Maximum protection and enhancement of natural resources should guide the management of the Steens 
Mountain Recreation Lands 


16) Cattle should not be allowed to graze on the Steens Mountain Recreatyon Arca 


17) The current Federal government policy of allowing commodity -onented uses on Steens Mountain 1s out 
of synch with the general public's desires for tugh-quality recreation 


18) Do not develop any more campgrounds on Steens Mountain, existing facilites are adequate for the size 
o! the area and BLM cannot afford to hire additional maintenance personne! 


19) Hikong trasls in Lattle Blitzen and Big Indian Gorges need to be maintained and the brush cleared away. 


20) The Loop Road on the Rooster Comb nceds to be widened and guard rails installed to umprove public 
safety 


21) Consider muluple-use of the Birch Creek property and other simular assets by schools, 4-H clubs, Boy 
Scouts, renting cabins to the general public, etc. 


22) Analyze whether limits should be set on recreational use al high use areas to reduce impacts 

23) Consider fees for all users of public land. 

24) How will Hole-in-the-Ground and Birch Creek Ranches be managed and what uses \«\ll be made? 
25) Control access off the Steens Loop Road at upper elevations to control recreation use 


26) Provide more rest room facilites at high-volume camping areas such as Anderson Crossing and Frog 
Springs 


27) Address trespass onto private property, especially backpackers, and address the issues of locked gates, 
campfires, garbage, impact on livestock distribution (cows leave when people come in on foot). 





Forestry and Woodlands 


1) Logging should be kept to 2 minimum. no more clearcuts 
2) The polscy of mppang out established sumiper trees to allow forts to grow 1s not understood 


3) Need to better understand the cumulative smpacts of cradscatung yumiper on the total environment and the 
significance to the yumiper forest ecosysiem. 


4) Need to analyze the ecological smpacts of reducing the number of old, mature punsper trees on total 
biological diversity. 


$) Need to address how removal of some sunsper stands will affoct migratory neotropical burds and other 
wildlife 


6) Need to determine the umpacts of controlling yunsper trees on sensitive bal species. 


7) Masnmtasn tember harvest at sustasnable levels 


Special Management Areas 
1) Analyze wetland areas to determine if they qualify to be designated as Special Management Areas 
(SMAs). 
2) Areas contamming Special Status species should be considered for designation as SMAs. 


3) Consider the South Fork of Malheur River below Riverside as an SMA of a Wilderness Study Area 
(WSA) 


4) WSAs have been in effect a long ume, stopping the construction of management facilities, the Southeast- 
ern Oregon Resource Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement (SEORMP/EIS) should provide 
guidelines to allow management of the land for the benefit of users and wildlife 


5) WSAs should be managed to protect wilderness characteristics. 

6) Many WSAs are not considered surtable since they ).ve roads and evidence of human use, they should 
be managed as back country areas, they can be more effectively managed by allowing continued vehicle 
use, wilderness is only used by people with horses or a lot of lersure ume for backpacking 


7) Concern was expressed over the gradual destruction of WSA and WSR values as a result of the construc- 
von of “umprovements”. the “cause” of the umpacts should be eliminated instead 

8) Consider private land inholdings in WSAs and other SMAs and place priority for acquisition by the 
Federal government, including Steens Mountain, the Middle Fork of the Owyhee, and the McClain Caben 
site on the Pueblo Mountains WSA_ 


9) Consider additional areas for Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACBCs), including the High 
Steens, Kiger Gorge, Alvord Desert, Jordan Craters, (inchuding land in Idaho, and Wildhorse Canyon) 


10) Develop additional ACECS to protect histor plant harvest areas and cultural areas for Indian tribes 
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11) Comssder Sicens Mountain and entre Owyhee drasmnage for recommendation to Congress as possibic 
Navona! Conservaton Arcas (NCAs) 


12) Comsader the umpact of designating SMAs on bocal economecs 


13) Lemna the sumber of SMAs. 


Livestock 


1) Promote grazing management that emphasizes natural valucs over livestock production, severely restnct 
lvestack access to rnver canyons and other mpanan arcas 


2) Grazing during winter months would minumize Gamage to endangered species. but do not allow grazing 
during the spring or carly summer 


3) Recommend no grazing be allowed if BLM does not have the fiscal resources to plan, mmplement, and 
momnstor any part of the grazing activites outlined om this plan 


4) Consider the effects of livestock grazing and umber harvest. on 


a) amimal species that depend on herbaceous vegetation or trees for the habrtat and predators that 
rely on these animals. i¢ . northern goshawk. flammulated owls. loggerhead shrike. deer, and clk 


b) the number of smal! replacement conifers which are able to become established and overall health 
of a forest. 


¢) watershed health such as soil compaction, plant litter, infiltration rates, runoff, croson, and 
watershed hydrology 


d) muicrotnotic crusts: 
¢) ntroduction of new species and altered habrtats (plant and animal) 
f) ecological versus livestock objectives on the long-term heasth of the western yunmper ecosystem 


£) past and present improper livestock grazing and fire suppression and how these problems will be 
recufied 


h) livestock grazeng or mparian areas 

1) stabilizing and restorng souls. parucularly on uplands 
‘) Allotrnent Management Plans (AMPs) should be completed on al! allotments and livestock permutices 
howld demonstrate a penad of compliance with management goals before planning future range proyects 
uch as punmper eradication 


6) Thas plan should describe stocking levels. season of grazing. grazing systems, and consequences of not 
meeting resource management objectives 


7) Will thus plan consider changes mm grazing capacity and if so will Animal Uns Months (AUMs) be 
reduced? What data would be used to establish grazing capacity “old” or “new ~ 


8) Will forage allocations change between livestock and wildlife’ 
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9) Allocate forage in the following pnority order. first threatened and endangered or sensitive species, 
wildlife, wild horses, with any remamung to domestc livestock. 


10) Consider what level of livestock use the rangeland can sustain bong term in order to resiore and sustamn 
the native Community 


11) How will mpanan management affect lwestock management’ 
12) What data will be used to measure health of the watershed’ Where will data come from” 
13) Determine areas sustable for watershed restoraton 


14) Discuss what mitigation measures or design modifications should occur, when livestock trespass occurs 
or if levestock management systems do not work. 


15) Do not allow additonal fencing on public land to accommodate cattle grazing. 

16) Plan to reduce catthe AUMs during drought years to ensure adequate forage for wildlife. 

17) Present grazing practices should be allowed to contunuc. 

18) Consideration should be given to the control of grasshoppers and Mormon cnckets on ran ‘elands. 


19) Uncontrolled grazing by wild horses has a very detrimental effect on rangeland, the number of horse 
herds should be reduced to a number only necessary to preserve history and to accommodate tournsm. 


20) Herd management plans for wild horses should assure umely gathers to prevent exceeding Appropnate 
Management Levels (AMLs) 


21) Wild horses should be controlled and kept to a minimum sence they graze public land year-round 
22) Consider grazing domestic goats to control brush and juniper 

23) How will new regulavons associated with Rangeland Reform be incorporated into this plan? 

24) Consider critena and standards for allowing supplemental grazing ase. 

25) Determune if more flexibility can be built into grazing systems, 1 ¢., extending or shortening grazing 


seasons, develop adaptable grazing systems, imcorporate written flexibility standards to reflect weather and 
other factors affectong plant growth 


26) How will dus pian affect existing AMPs? 


27) Consider consequences of vandalism of range improvements resulting from increased public use and 
the financial wmpacts to permittees who bear the cost of mamtenance 


28) Analyze BLM’s abslity to mamntamn an increasing number of Bureau-imstiated projects, such as exclosure 
fences and guzziers. before they are proposed 


29) Private water nghts issues need to be mamntained. need wo ensure that water is kept in the jocal area 
where 1 ongmated’ Don | overexpand water distribution systems 


30) Contunue development of water sources for livestock and wildlife needs 


31) Recommend appropnate methods for mamtacning seeded areas 1 ¢ spraying. plowing. etc 


32) Consider how to dispose of old proyect matenals.1¢ . water tanks. troughs. fence wire 
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33) Restrict Big Indian and Latle Binzen Gorges and the High Sicens from grazing 
34) Consider current ecosysiem management philosophy when developung vegetation eatment projects 
35) Use pre-European condsuons as baseline for management acvons 


3%) Focus on “health of land” —what land can produce and sustain and also leave some land as 
“ponmanaged ~ 


37) Focus on restoravon of native grasslands 


38) Gather more baseline data on ecological processes such as cryptogamuac crusts, use thes data to base 
management decisions on, facus on resioravon 


Wildlife 


1) Avosd conflicts between bighorn sheep and domestic sheep 


2) Address possible tighorn remtroductions imto histone habrtat. including forage competion with 
livestock and other wildlife species and other possible conflicts 


3) Consider updating boundanes of important wildlife habrtats including winter and summer ranges and 
key berthong areas. 


4) Consider how to manage possible damage to elk habrtat considering the ever-increasing numbers we are 
expenencing. 


5) Beaver should be controlled since they do much harm to streams by cutting down trees 
6) Address smportant critiena for accomplishing predator control 
7) Keep livestock to a minimum on upland bird habrtat during the nesting pernod 


8) Masmtain and enhance bat habvtai to ensure bats as a natural alternative method for controlling rangeland 
Insect pests 


9) Jumper management obyectives should consider the habrtat needs of rare species such as the spotied hat 
and the Pacific western big-eared bat 


10) Protection of winter habstat for bighorn sheep and mule deer should be a pnonty 
11) Livestock management obyectves should imclude the needs of sensitive native wildlife species 
12) Study the economa vaiue of sustamning viable populations of native wildlife species 


13) Incorporate wildlife proyects with proyects for other resource activites 


14) Include management prescripuons for other sensitive species. i¢ . ferruginous hawk. yellow billed 
cuckoo, sage grouse, and pygmy rabbit 





Minerals 


Lands 





1) Keep the public land open to hobby callectuung of muncral and lamdary maicnals 


2) Muneral entry and menang should be a mayor msuc. parucularty under Alternative A. 


3) Identify sustable bacatvons for the development of mincral maternal sacs 


4) Comsder the smpacts of mening on vegetation water quality and quantty. and recreabon values 


S) Momeng showld he allowed when possible 


Fisheries 


1) Consult with the US. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) on proposed actions that affect Lahontan 
cutthroat trout 


2) Comsider the remmtraduction of anadromous fish mm streams whach formerly provided habrtat 


3) Manage strearms im a way that will provide for anadromous fish 


|) Land exchanges should be considered mm order to bring critical natural and cultural resources ito public 


ownershup, outnght purchase of pnvate property should be considered if necessary for the contenued 
preservation of histor sites such as Five Bar, 45 Ranch. and Coyote Hole 


2) Closely evaluate land exchanged out of Federal ownership for cultural. archaeological, and plant 


resources 
3) Streamline the land exchange process 

4) Identify areas for retenvion and disposal of public land by a vanety of methods 

5) Target State land in the Upper Owyhee area for acquisition by the Federal government 


6) Isolated parcels of public land should be sold to adjacent landowners to improve management. sales. 
land exchanges. or trades of isolated parcels should be a number one pnonty 


7) Easements across private land should be restricted to access for fightong fire unless there 1s a marntamned 
county road 


&) Keep public land in Federal ownershup. the BLM does a fine job of mammtaiming our public land 
9) RS 2477 asservons are absurd and should not be recognized nor entertained 


10) Busiding of new roads should be discouraged and roads not absolutely needed should be restored to 
natural Condivons 
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11) Widen the road on curves mm the Rooster Comb arca and snstall guard rails. The road 5 currently unsafe 


12) Comsader criena for handling agncultural wespass sstuavons 
13) identfy areas potentially sustable for landfill 


Vegetation 


Fire 


1) Nossows weed control on Federal land should be an issue 


2) Need more vigorous weed control to stop the mmvasson of Scotch thistle. leafy spurge. and yellow 
starthistie, especially mm WSAs 


3) Roads and wails should be monsored regularly to locate movement of exotic weeds and employ aggres- 
4) Must consider how grazing. mining. logging. and recreation effect soil and vegetation and infiltration 
(ground water) 


5) Areas with ecrodsble sosls, sensitive plants. unique plant Communities. and high archaeological values 
should be protected from wide spread or massive surface -disturbing activites and from recreatyonal 
developments or staging areas 


6) Promote management acuvives that consider long-term preservation of Oregon's native vegetation 
7) Return BLM land to a sernes of naturally and fully functioning ecosysiems 


8) Use only locally collected native seeds when restoring vegetation. cease to plant monocultures of 
nonnative species like crested wheatgrass to accommodate cattle grazing 


9) Vegetation management for this plan must reflect current direction thal supports a wide vanety of 
tradivonal consump ve and nonconsumptive uses. with emphasis on maintaining and enhancing umber 


production to support the local manufacturing base and forage production which supports local agncultural 
and recreational industnes 


10) Surveys should be completed to locate plants that Native Amencans used. restoration of impacted 
cultural plant communites should be a part of the plan 


11) Establish control sites where monstorng data can be collected to measure whether or not management 
obyectives are being met. 


12) Comsider the potential of ecosystems to produce vegetation and establish baseline productions as well 
as determining current production 


13) Consider pretustory condivon of plant communities as a basis for recovery 


14) Vegetavion is actually improving. present management 1s working and should continue 


1) Strongly urge planning for the reintroducuion of fire to restore native plant Communities, restoration of 
functvoning native ecosystems should be the driving force im management decisions. not Commodity 
concerns such as grazing 
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2) Need to develop a long-term plan mnchudsng the sumber of acres to be burned cach year m order to keep 
ahead of mcrease on oes invading grasslands 


3) Plans for the remmtraducton of fire should mchude a ict burn polac~ 





4) Grazing should be used as a productive tcol om fire management to remove fucis m certamn arcas 

$) Bag Imdsan Gorge should be burned every 3 of 4 years to umprove wildisfe habuat 

6) Use fire to control pumsper invasons 

7) Recent screnufic studses indicate madified fire suppressson would be appropriate in natural plant 
communities where potential for cheatgrass infestavon (and cxpanson of other croc species oF ROLIOUS 
weeds) 1s minimal 

8) Fire management should consider sensitive plant and animal species: 


9) The aghest pnorty for remtraducing fire should be to stabilize and restore souls, especially on uplands. 
to protect and restore native plant species, and improve water quality and water yield. 


10) Livestock permittees should have a vosce im the decisson to let a naturally caused fire burn because of 
the effect on thew ability to graze an areca. 


11) Address smoke management and the affect of smoke on local county communities—from both natural 
and prescribed fires. 


Special Status Plants 


1) Inventones should be completed to locate Special Status species habvtat. 


2) Include species identified by Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) as “sensitive in Oregon”, 
and all other plants at risk. 


3) Sites contasning rare plants should be excluded from grazing. 


4) Known Special Status species habitats should be monitored on a regular basis and any necessary 
alterations made to management practices in ~~ ‘~r t~ protect the plants. 


5) Special Status plants should be rev _ J amto former habitat when they have been exturpated. 
Stephanomena malheurensis and p' mac to Leshe Gulch deserve special attention. 


Other Comments 


1) Anything similar to Alternative 2 of the South Steens Allotment Management Plan and Environmental 
Assessment’ 


2) Make use of volunteers, centralize your volunteer needs im one yearly publication to volunteers 
3) Minirmaze the paving of roads. keep areas as natural as possible 


4) Public awareness demands special emphasis be given three geographic areas within the SEORMPYEIS to 
restore degraded conditions: 
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a) Trow Creck Mountaans 

b) Steers Mountasn 

c) Owybee River 

S) BLM should not spend as scarce people and dolla resources on planneng that benefits small special 
wmieres group who caphost and Gamage publx property Land usc decassoms showhd te favaratic to healthy 


ccosystems mmchudeng soul. water and vegetation mmportant uses to preserve enjoyment of wildlife and 
scenery. camngung. bskeng 


6) Ensure comphance wrth the Clean Water Act and Oregon environmenal laws involve the Oregon 
Departmen of Environmental Quality (ODBQ) mm develapment of managemenm ahernatives 


7) Comsader the need far road and bndge emprovements 
&) Coordsnate any proposed road closures wath the counties 


9) Propose actions whuch help protect cultural resources from grazing empacts ensure Comphance with the 
National Histon Preservation Act 


10) Provide for an indepth economx analyses that compares the Costs and benefits of capetal enprovements 
for grazing. 


11) Enhance economsx benefits by emphasizing grass production and goad environmental practices om order 
to bolster the econormes of lacal communsies 


12) Develop a fleasble management strategy to ensure prudent use of natural resources by competng 
demands on the ecosystem 


13) Human elements (needs) should be considered im the plan 
14) In the planning process. balance the needs of all resource and recreation users 
15) This plan should be coordmated with the Malheur County and Harney County land use plans 


16) Be sensitive to the potential conflicts between “commadsty” uses and “natural values” when develapeng 
chonces in the plan Carefully consider such thengs as screntifx Lnowledge which may help 


17) Will decisions be made on what most peaple want’ 
18) Work to get rural and urban people talking to each other and working together 


19) When information from the Imenor Cobumtma Basen Ecosystem Management Plan ICBEMPYEIS os 
mcorporated imto the SEORMP/EIS make sure rt 1s made comparible with hac al area needs and condmons 


20) The SEORMPYEIS showld outline the monnorng plan im sufficsemt detas! to describe all obyectives and 
how to adequately Commun ate results to the publi 


21) Will new data be collected for the SEORMPYEIS” 


22) Develop a comprehensive transportation plan and road mammticnance standards For example do not 
allow flat blading of roads with no provision for dramage 


23) Develop a management swrategy for areas not designated wiiderness by Congress 








Agencies and Groups That Sent Written 
Comments During Scoping 


The agencses of group Ghat sent om ermcn Comments Gurung the omrtial sCapeng pracess are lied below 


1) Range Ecology Group 

2) Wiidiefe Managemen Inettune 

3) Amencan Lands Access Assacaation 

4) Oregon Sume Divison of Lands 

5) Menerais Eaplaranon C oahmon 

6) US Push and Wildlele Servace 

7) Natrwe Plas Sacsety of Oregon 

§)US Departmen of Tramsportauon Federal Highs ay Admenstration 
9) Oregon Deparment of Eevironmental Quality 
10) Natoma! Part Service 

11) Oregon Natural Resources Counce! 

12) Oregon Trowt 

13) Oregon Parts and Recreanon Department 
14) Anermal and Plant Health Inepection Servne 
18) Bureaw of Rec lamauon 





Semcteras: Orr poe Resown ¢ Rha. omer Kum Lewcommena imp) Semen 











Appendix B 


Relationship of Alternatives to Statewide Land 


Conservation and Development 
Commission (LCDC) Goals 











LCDC Statewide Goal 


Di 





1) To develop a citizen involvement 
program that ensures the opportunity 
for citizens to be involved in all 


phases of the planning process. 


2) To establish a land use planning 
process and policy framework as a 
basis for all decisions and actions 
related to use of land and to assure an 
adequate factual base for such 
decisions and actions. 


BLM’'s land review and planning 
process provides for public review and 
input at various stages. Public input 
was specifically requested in develop- 
ing the issues, planning criteria, and 
alternatives described in the Draft 
SEORMPYEIS. The public was kept 
informed of the progress of the plan 
through planning updates. Public input 
will continue to be utilized in the 
environmental analysis process and 
development of the final plan. 


The preferred alternative and other 
alternatives have been developed in 
accordance with the land use planning 
process authorized by the Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act 
(FLPMA) of 1976 which provides a 
policy framework for all decisions and 
acuions. 


The majority of public land in the 
planning area is not suitable for 
agriculture. Alternatives A, C, D, and 
E provide the public an opportunity to 
acquire agricultural land through sale 
or exchange. Alternative B provides 
the public an opportunity to acquire 
agncultural land through exchange 
only. Sales and exchanges could lead 
to new owner requests for nonagricul- 
tural (nongrazing) use of land previ- 
ously in public ownership. Since the 
new owner would be subject to the 
applicable county plan, ordinances and 
building permit requirements, it is 
assumed thai the sale of public land 
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LCDC Statewide Goal 





4) Conserve forestland for forest uses. 


5) To conserve open space and protect 
natural and scemic resources. 


6) To masntain and improve the 
quality of the air, water, and land 
resources of the State. 


7) To protect life and property from 
natural disasters and hazards. 


8) To satisfy the recreational needs of 
the citizens of the State and visitors 
and, where appropriate, to provide for 
siting of necessary recreational 
facilites including destination resorts 


occur under Alternatives D and E. All 
umber and woodlands would contunue 


Alternatives C, D, and E, with some 
areas enhanced compared to current 


The Federal and State water quality 
standards would be met and water 
quality would be maintained or 
improved under all alternatives. All 
alternatives would comply with 
Oregon visibility protecuion program. 


The screening criteria for the establish- 
ment of ACECs specifically address 
the protection of life and property 
from natural hazards. This has been 
considered, but no such areas have 
been identified by the public or BLM 
specialists for the planning arca 


The BLM actively coordinates its 
outdoor recreation and land use 
planning efforts with those of other 
agencies to establish integrated 


management objectives on a regional 
basis. Under all alternatives opportuni- 














9) To diversify and improve the 
economy of the State. 


11) To plan and develop a timely, 
orderly, and efficient arrangement of 
public facilities and services to serve as 
a framewor! for urban and rural 
development. 


12) To provide and encourage a safe, 
convenient, and economic transporta- 
ton system. 


ues would be provided to meet 
recreation needs. 


The quantity and quality of recre- 
auvonal opportunites would be the 
greatest under Alternatives A, B, and 
C. The quality of dispersed recreation 
would be greatest under Alternatives D 
and E, with a balanced mix under the 
preferred alternative (C). Recreation 
emphasis would be placed on dis- 
persed activities under Alternative E. 


Alternatives A, B, and C, would 
induce economic stability or gains in 
the long term through livestock forage 
This would result in a slightly im- 
proved local and State economy. 
Alternatives D and E would provide 
lesser benefits through reduced 
development or protection of certain 
arcas. Public land may be available for 
rural or urban development following 
a BLM land sale or exchange, if the 
action would be permitted under the 
local government comprehensive plan 
and ordinances. 


Land Conservation and Development 
Commission Statewide planning goals 
are administered by the Oregon 
Department of Land Conservation and 
Development. Statewide planning 
goals 10, and 14-19 do not apply to 
the planning arca. 


The establishment of transportation 
and utility corndors within the 
planning area provides for this need 
consistent with other goals and 
resource values. The availability of 
BLM land is greatest for those 
potential uses in Alternatives A, B, and 
C, and decreases through Alternatives 
D and E. 
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LCDC Statewide Goal Discusmon 





Conservauion and efficient use of 


energy sources are objectives in all 
BLM activiues. Use of dead wees for 


fwewood 1s encouraged, along wsth 
sale and harvest of minor woodlands 
products for posts, poles, firewood, 
etc. Development of geothermal 
resources 1s encouraged with moderate 
constraints im Alternative A, and 
slightly increasing Constraints through 
Alternatives B, C, and D. Alternative 


E closes all geothermal activity. 











O 


Appendaes 


Consistency of Alternatives with State of 


regon Wildlife Goals and Basic Objectives 


of the Forestry Program for Oregon 











State of Oregon Goal Discussion 

Wildlife Goal 

1) To maintain all species of wildlife Ahternative D would maintain species 

at opumum levels and prevent the of wildlife at nearly opumum levels. 

senous depletion of any indigenous All other alternatives provide for 

species. reasonable numbers of wildlife 
consistent with the principles of 
muluple-use management Alternative 
A presents the highest likelihood of a 
Status species under the protection of 
the Endangered Species Act (ESA). 

2) To develop and manage the land All alternatives are consistent with this 

and water of the State ina manner that =—_ goal. Habitat improvement for upland, 

public enjoyment of wildlife. would be most pronounced in Alterna- 
tives C and D. 


3) To regulate wildlife populations and _——AIll alternatives are consistent with this 
the public enjoyment of wildlife in a goal. The opportunity for public 


manner that is compatible with enjoyment would be greatest under 
primary uses of the land and water of Alternatives A-D. 

recreation benefits. 

4) To develop and marntain public All alternatives are consistent with this 
access to the land and water of the goal Acquisition and maintenance of 
State and the wildlife resources public access is a mayor management 
thereon. action in each alternative. 


5) To permit an orderly and equitable All alternatives are consistent with this 
vtslization of available wildlife. goal. 
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State of Oregon Goa! 





Basie Forestry Objective 


1) To masntasn the maximum Ccommer- 


cial forestland base consistent with 
resource uses while assuming cnviron- 


mental quality 


2) To masmtasn or increase the allow - 
able annual harvest level to mts fullest 
potential to offset potential socsocco- 
nomi impacts 


3) To sdentsfy and umplement the 
levels of imensive forest management 
required to achieve maximum growth 
and harvest. 


4) To masntasn community stability by 
remaming flexible for increases in 
future harvest levels that would offset 
projected shortages. 


Ahernatives A. B, and C arc consistent 
with thus obyectrve Alternatives D and 
E would reduce the available commer- 
cial forest base acreage. 


Sunce umber harvest has been nonc1- 
istent in the recent past, no significant 
SOCIOCCONOMMC IMmpacts are anticipated 


The commercial forest base im the 
planning area 1s not expected to have a 
significant effect, esther positive or 
negative, on the masntenance of 
community siabslity (based on the 
Oregon State Department of Forestry, 
Forestry Program for Oregon, pub- 
lished in 1977 and updated in 1982). 
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(Common Name Sorcntdda Name (Comma Same Sc sont Name 
PLANT SPECTES Lance caved grapetern Boer him am emai 
Large flowered hacnactss (harna tis ma ranthe 
Forts Lemmon 5 anor 4m em mom 
Alvord mila veut A rageias e/vordensis Low hewkseoed eT me ae Om Ae 
Arve ical balsarmroct Be camortice saginate me me 
Barren Valicy collorma C ollome rene te Lyrate malacothris Maia othris som hondes 
Beliard + hotrema hobresa myoswrodes Mactonz 5 phaccha Phan ola lates vet 
Biddle 5 bupene Ll apmas eddie: ma tence 
Bocnmal sanicya Sanleve  omjertflore Make fern Dryapterss fli mas 
figciow 1 four o clack Ur abiias egeiown vat retrurse Malheur (rypantha Cr planthe propria 
Bix wrtroot (mati OD Malheur forget me not Hav tele (romgwisty: 
Borar weed Neprophile on denials Malheur sty lac ine Srvten lone psiien arp des 
Brandegec « onmon Allium brandege: Moons or Bory hem bwnaria 
Bristle flowered co!lorma Choma macrox al yi Moss gentar Coemnane prostate 
Bristhy combsced Pe tocarye setose Mulford s milkvetwh Avragalas mullordiar 
Broad flowered chacnactis Churna tus stevosdes Naked stemmed phacelia Phe cle gymnn lade 
C alrforma chicory Ralimesq<usa alijormu @ Ochre flowered buch wheat Fb rregomem on tren ephal am 
( arnas ( amasse spp SSP | ok arrem 
Chamber ste inpad Physarva chamberru Owyhee clover Trifolium omvheense 
(Claspeng pepperweed Ledium pertolwatum Owyhee milkvetch Astragalus etatu: var 
( caper s goldenflower HERONS Mem moms omvheensss 
C upped downmngia Dom nemgia msugms Pactard s Diazingsiar Mencia pa bardiat 
Cusick 's chacnactss ( haema 15 use hey Pactard 5 \omatium Lomatvum pa: tardiar 
Cush 8 drabe lw ahe sphaerosdes var cusn by Paliid milk weed As lepras (rvptoceras 
Cusnh s giant byssop Agastache (msihy Palmer cvenngprimrose Camusome palmer 
Davidson s penstemen Pensvemon davidson vat Playa phacela Pha ela mundate 
pr acteritus Pinmnate grapetern Boverye him prema tam 
Davis peppergrass Lepadrum davisy Playa buck wheat FE rregomum salu ormeondes 
Desert chaenactis ( hana ts Lanhane Prick lypoppy ls sents Mes al Meliss od 
Discord goiden-veed Pricameria disc ondea vat Pum tate langlora Lamgiowia setosissoma sep 
disc ondea pen tate 
Ertter's groundse! Senecio ertierae Purple cymopterus Cpe res Perper as Ons 
blowermng quill wort lslaea sc slowdes Rafmesque s pondweed Potamogeton diversitolmas 
boure mnged milk vetch Astragalus wirapters Raven s lomatrum Lomatiwm raveny 
Crolden buch «heat brogomem brvsaps Rocky Mouwntarn hel anthe lia eluate lia we tewe <a amhiome 
Cooset oot C hemope diam spp Rose s lomatrum Lomatum roscanum 
(fay moonwort Bory him monganense Rush shcirtonweed Chomdrilia pum ee 
(oreat Basin down ingia Dom ningre lacte Salt he! otrape NHeleotropeem (wrasse wm 
Coreciey 8 Cymopterus Cymopteres ecawlis var Shon lobed pensteman Penemon seer vas 
greclevorwm Siberian water mi itor! M yr vege Vileemm sober ee warm 
Cormy ives lvesia rhypare var rhypera Srerra omon 1 em am paneianem 
Harry wid cabbage ( awianthes Pp loss Srerran apringhe auty ( laytome nevadenses 
Harry foot plantan Plantage ervopede Semester gia Cla ems a sap semestra 
Halogeton Halogeton glomer atv: Sty prot PACROR EM O8 Em 
Harper Valicy fiddienect Amsinctia ( arimata Slender gomtan Cremnanciia tenelia 
Hayden + cymoprerus C ymepaeres mivelis Stender «sid « abbage a et ee Mn ed 
Hedgetiog ( actus Pedion a tas SYmMpsOm Vat Smood biazingsta Memtrelia mollis 
robes tor Smaodh malacodw ia Maia othris glabrata 
Ihapah wavewing Cymapeeres shapensis Snake River crypanthe Cryptamtha spu wilera 
Janish 6 penst mon Pensemon jamshat Snade River goidenwced Pyren ome radiate 
bong § penstemon Penstemon bingy Snake River mlb vetch Avragahe peeve Va phe genes 
bong 5 rattleweed Astragalat aly ores Solmary mlb veh Astragalus seliarves 
Kiructeberg 5 hollytern Polyste tuem bree hebergy Spreading stu bseed Haw hele patrns var pateon: 
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 ommer Name Scone Name ( ormman “Same Sccomufx “ame 
Stecm Mowat pentru ( astilene prise 6 seem (Crcascwoud leet) tastes TI erties 
Saori mula veut AsPagela seria Greet rab>dtrust Ctr veering is oh Serres 
Tena borge bey. wins vudune Dust Ahewulles a emeis 
That sacmmed eid Cabbage = awianihes (reste aol Lang fiowcred snow terry Sempre. arpes tung fire 
Tree Forts stcksood He brie ophstms Low sagebrust Ama a td. wee 
Torrey s melacotr:: Maia othr torre Macs orang: Phvade pias wes 
Trowt Crock milkweach AsPagele seimms Mormar ua bpe dre vervdhes 
Teo sicmmndé one Ahem eo Cpr Mourad Dg sagctrust ATW 6 PO idemiate Bat 
(ombe Law aprngheawty Clavie emma late errans 
Ver OM scapursianc Sere Mere neem Moursa:t mahogany Cor om arymas edibolins 
eee eirmmed sonccrop Sedum dete Mouniast snceterry Svephors er pes ore cgi ies 
Wedge ica! san cfrage Sesdrage ads rndens var Crcgongan Mahomes Opens 

POE OREM Onwyhee sage>rush AWM e papywse 
Whar fowernd pensicmor Penson pratensis Pacifx eilow Sales be ede sap lassendre 
Whar kx owred Oryrrope serwia val serwee Pachard s ancmaa Anema pa bardat 
Yelow star Qustc ( emtewres sodstitals Peachical willow els om vpdoindes 

Rabiretrush ( bry scthamme: sp 
Coresses end gr esshibes Bedosset dogwood (ormus sern ee 
Alba) Pulrwsh Se orpreas revtreass teas Sandhar eo Seoles exigee 
Annus dopeced Mabie ner Eyre mimetics ime Scowler s willow Salus onderame 
Aeoned sedge ( eres atherodes Serviceterry Ameian hier einioie 
Back + sedge Cares hax te Sada aie Aripies (omperijola 
Bait rush Sear was Prato tat Sewer sagebrush Aroma (ane 
Basin © idrve Laven meres Snow terry Svmphorn arpos olhmas 
Biuchun th » heaigrass Perwdeoror genera sp alum Spony hapage Crevie spose 
Bomietrush squire tas! FE lyemae: 6) vemos Sperece Swrrere ap 
( apeau sedgr ( ares (apiate Squaee appr Per aphyam amon cman 
Cama Tuphe sp Soff sagebrush Ariemae rigde 
( rested wheatgrass Agropyree (ristatum Threetp sagebrush Ariemisve Wipartiie 
Dart aipone sedge ( aren ewbmigrn ams ¥illow Selon app 
Deser neediegrass ARR aIRE TR BPE 8 em Womertat Bras henmmibovie ianais 
Haursiermmed rush Sem wl apa Wood 1 rose Rose woodsy 
\date fem we Fest @ dahoons:s Wyomung bg sagebrush Artemia Wideniate wp 
Indran noegrass Oryvrope ss hymemendes Om Ngee 
(eas! rush Nar tae herent Meg wa em we 
Moss!:ke dwarf rush Jam ws brvendes Trees 
Needicandthwead grass Miepe (omate Blech Conon~wood Populus halsamilera ssp 
New sedge ( aren neve ru hen arpa 
Naddong mel Melua strute Douglas fw Pseudotsuge mercies: 
Ponegrass ( etamagrostis rwhes ens Corand fu Abees grandes 
Porcupme sedge (aren hystern me L edgepote pene Pines comtore 
Pram dunegrass Dvelerva mar anthe Mounier aider Aime im ame 
Salgrass Dnstn hh spe ete Narrow teal Conon wood CC opmles angestilolae 
Sand dropsced Werrrvetee nda ry ptaamadrwes Ponderosa pune Smee pomdervse 
Sandinerg b\ we grass Pome sec wnde (Quabing aspen Pogelas (remelcoudes 
Stender « heatgrass EL hyemas trac hn amwlas Sierra willow Nels orestere 
Speberush Fle harvs spp Western puniper Jumpers om dentals 
Teacher + sedge Cerne pran eptorem Western larch Larus oc dentalu 
Thurher + needicgrass Wipe the: heriane Whete fw Abeer oom ober 
Treen + rush Nem as ohm 
Torrey s rush am wes torres 
ANIMAL SPECIES 

Sbrube 
Basie tng sagetrush AEM ie ideniata ep Ampbibvons 

Wideniate Bion hed (ger salamander Amb stoma Ug em wh 
Big sagetrush Aree Wideniate Pe ha Mens i Pum 
Botuert ash Purse widentiate ( olumbne spotted trog Rane lwie venir 
Boner cherry Pramas emary nate Northern leopard frog Fame pipers 
Bach sagetrush Amine Move Western toad Bute heoreas 
Hud sagebrush AMOMENE (DOME ORS 
(emp vun rani 8OT Ber de 
Ohatecherry Pre cop mane Amery ap evoce! Re erviresire amern ane 
Dewrmond 6 elles Nel dr wma smd ame 
Corey rebbethrush A tele SR ae 

















aturmon Sera Scone Nome orumat Nene Suceufx Nome 

Amercat bese Saas spores r= 

Almere at ruber ee te Aware cut ie ol rare 

Amercat ehar pein ar Pcie amas VI hee Bit me llhce 1 aah Oe aa 

ferme pee Raper ier Biect crapper RL oa ad 

Barrow 5 gedenryr Pee epi unde e Boras aes hut phe Pea ene rreese 

Bat ion ee oad brome ine nee er oan emt tas 

Bint Mected woodpec te Pemdes archos Beowt oom nates Pew 

Bowe grouse NON agape be we Bel vow eros | orm lame tte 

Protec ont Dreher) OFT rims (show valiry redband wow me rtm tees me ens wm 

Bened dated humm ingherd Ne emepneer es pm Or ( athow valicy tee Chat ete be anew wag 

Beichead Be ephae wlrerie tated redhend vine me orth ye teas mts: wa 

Burros mg oe ANE em ee shana (teu wine morta tat art wag 

eae pe Brame amadens: monshew 

| Yuan pert age Meco s haar hearer ete De hardens CET Ee 

are ee Ames | vemipene Mathew metic’ wm eiger ees erred wag 

( oper shew Ape -eupe Margined mune (tes mare me tee 

fF errugmons hawt Baws vegan Barnes wow le rth teas oe hss 

| amemuisied ow (es Caaemme ies Se! ment? hese Ae pee bem 

Frankie's gull Lares py ar Tahoe sucker | hems bohm 

(aden! Ama Crepe 

(conden cage Ageia | br ysertos leverietr et 

Crrasshoppe sparrows A mm a aN Homapring physe Poverie we 

Corey parwrdge Perdus perdi Malhew caer amptinead Wp tery emis baahihon 

(reat grey ow! Mr metesione Mathew paeudem orp Apen hehe es more 

Crreater sandy! Crane rt amadenss P anarae Bemba rym thede 

Least emery J nesherve teas ex shes River masse! Margarilere wp 

Loggerhead shrike am aes Mabe amen! Twreetorts pyrg Prepwiopes 

Lang cared ow! ew ots 

Maliard Aas psa rhyme how 

Mounier qua. Oreorty: pu tas Memme 

Mourning dowr lenada me rows Amcape ground squirt A memes per tm ph ite! Pee ete 

Norther? haid cagic Nelmoetus iw om epha les Bick bem er emer emer 

Northers fa ber ( phaagees aur ates Caistor Dyghor? sheep ON @madens. sap 

Norther? gosheet A pere genie ( ahora wo! vere ee ae ad 

Narthert harner (res vamos | ongar Fela om ober 

Northern pygmy ow! el tld brunged ben MM vertis hy samerbes 

Peregrine falcon Falco peregrina: wp Ka fon Viele s man meets eae 

Pieated eoedpec ber Oyen Ope preter Lang cared myo M yentes everts 

Prawve falcon Fake menu ames Lang legged myous M vets veiems 

Pygrry muthanch ‘fle prgmare Mule deer hbo res hem ormes 

Red wed hawt Beier aman ems Pacifu Townsend s 

Bing nected pheasan: a eg cared ber Pie, ots townsend sap 

Rough legged hawt Petes vagegmes Prete s shrew Seren prehie: 

Ruby crowned bingiet Perygwies aienduie Pronghorn antelope AO em aE OE Ome 

Sage growse (pm iren Or as wrniphas ame: Py grey cobibe Bre bags dahorns.: 

Sage Chester Pre OPES Mmm ames Rocky Mowntan ole Cervne  @madens ss 

Sharp shunned hawt Ac upeer sirvates Speed bar Decker me me wit em 

Snowy egret bgreie these Wiete tasted jac b retoer ppm townsend 

Spomed vandprper Ae mae ware Yara mm yetes LS ARIES os 

Swamsun shew Rwtee (we nscm 

Tree tard woodpe: ber Pee emeabes 0 dha vhs Repre 

Tundre ewan (ema lar rccrmnes Deser horned \.vard Pheer mesma phar rte mens 

| pland sandprper Rar ramie Womgy awe Mojave bia t collared \rard —— ( retaghytes heim teres 

Volley quar! ( allipepia | alijormne Norther) sagebrush | rard ae oka ot of ed 

Westerns biueherd Sele monn ane Pamied turtic Che ysemys pe te 

Western burrowing ow! Ahem wm ware Wester ground snabe emer se mmamme ate 
- phen _ 

Westerh snowy plover (heer aed? aes nie amd meee 

White faced ites Plegades «hh 

White headed © xine ber Pin enddes alberar verter 

i al Wet er cage wer Bev ictertes 

Boson) phalarcpe Phesiarvigpas Peon 

Yellow bilied cuck oe Cm RN mer ames 
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Appendix D 
Riparian/Wetland Areas 


BLM depicts natural mpanan/wetland arcas as resources whose Capability and potential 1 
defined by the mmteracuon of three components (|) vegetateon. (2) landform/sosls. and (3) 
hydrology. wtule the funcvoning condition of these natural mpanan/wetland areas art 
characterized by the mtcracuon of these elements. 


One of the mam goals of the BLM 1s to have mpanan/wetland arcas in Proper Funcusoning 
Condmon (PFC). An overall obyective of thes goal 1s to acheve an advanced ecological status. 
except where resource management obyectrves. including PFC. would require an carher 
successional stage. thus providing the widest vanety of vegetation and habstat diverssty for 


In the past, considerable effort has been expended to mventory, classify, restore, enhance, and 
protect mpanan/wetland areas, but the effort has lacked consistency No single classification. 
survey, inventory, or rateng methods or systems have previously been developed to satesfy the 
complex mmteracvons of healthy mpanan/wetland areas These arcas are in dynamac equilib 
num with streamflow forces and channe! aggradation/degradation processes producing 

of mpanan/wetland vegetation does not necessarily take mto account or address needed 
information that would be contamned withen aquatic habutat and stream surveys that 1s perv. 
nent to the functionality of the mpanan/wetland area This 1s important because mpanan/ 
wetland areas will attazn PPC long before they achieve an advanced ecological status 


When evaluating mpanan/wetland areas, ecological status should not be confused with PPC 
Ripanan/wetiand areas musi be viewed with the understanding that the npanan system 1s 
mherently dynamic and PFC can and will occur within any or all ecological stages. PPC 
should be evaluated im terms of and relationshaps to all physical and tiological functions 


To understand how mpanan/wetiand areas operate and to implement proper management 
practices, thus ensuring an area 1s healthy (functioning properly). the capability and potential 
of a npanan/wetiand area must be understood Assessing mpanan vegetation and stream 
channel! functionality 1s based upon a given mpanan/wetiand area s Capability and potential 
Here, capabslity 1s the highest ecological status a mpanan wetland area can atta given 
political, social, or economical constramts, whereas potential is the highest ecological status a 
npanan/wetland area can attain given no polstical, social, or economical constramts, often 
referred to as the “potential natural community” (PNC) Some rpanan/wetland areas may be 
prevented from achieving thew potential bec ause of lymeting factors such as human activities 
that alter the area's Capability 


To summarize, PFC and ecological site status are two different charactenstics of mpanan 
systems A sete on any ecological status may be mn functioning condmon Ripanan/wetiand 
areas should be yudged on the functions that i provides compared to functions that should be 
present in relation to enture watershed All mpanan/wetiand systems should not be expected to 
have identical physical and thologx al functions Rupanan/wetiand health (funcuommng 
condion), an important component of watershed condition. refers to the ecological status of 
vegetation, geomorphi and hydrologx development. and a degree of structural mmtegrity 
exhibuied by the mpanan/wetland area 
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Riparian Conservation Areas 
Introduction 


Rupanan symiems arc water influenced arcas that om bude streams and cther aguatx ccosymicms Ruparan 
Camser avon Arcas (RCAs) are porvons of watervheds where aguatx and mpanan dependent reseatoes 
receive pomary emphasis and where managemen actives are subyort to upecefx mandards and gusdcienes 
RCAs schude wadmuonal mpanan cordon. wetlands omermetiont sircars and other arcas that help 
marntasn the mmicgrity of aqguata ccosymiems by (|) mfluenceng the dchivery of coarse sedement. organ 
mater, and woady debris to streams. (7) prowsdeng ract strength for channe! statelety (3) shadeng the 
stream and (4) protectung water qualsty 


In RCAS mamenance. protecvon and restaraton of aquatx pracesses and functboms are emphasized and 
goals and otyectives for aquatx and mpanan habrtats are met Conservation needs for aguatx and mpanan 
systems can be sumrmanzed by the following four prin ples. 


1) A stream requires nutnent mputs and energy to sustann ts teodogx al functums 

2) Rupanan assaciated plants and anemals rely on the vegetation adjacent to strearms 

4) Small streams are more affected by hillslope processes than larger streams 

4) The likelshoad of disturbances resulung im instream effects creases as adjacent slapes hecome steeper 


Ecological funcvon, processes. and disturbance mechaniums are guides for use and protection pnones m 
mpanan arcas Boundanes between mpanan arcas and upsiapes may need adjustment to address cach of the 
larger scale disturbance effects that may negatively or posstively affect unique habvtats or sensitive epecies 
mnpanan environments The actual size of rypanan areas depends on boca! characteristics that define them. 
the demenseons of entre mpanan areas are not always proportional to the size of aquatac systems 


RCAs are delineated mnto zones on gradients of unfluence. with an mer zone (Zone |) where many primary 
processes and functions occur and an outer zone (Zone 2) where processes and functsons occur but at 
different less emportant (secondary) levels to the stream channel The outer mpanan zone also functions as 
a transition and buffer between upslope uses and disturbances and the aquatx environmem Zoning 
delineates mayor influence areas. es ablishong a basis for different levels of disturbance and vegetation 
management mn each rome This scheme sets the foundation for cumulative effects determination that 1 
spatially sensitive im Considering watershed disturbance: 


Although the concep of zones apples to forestiand and rangeland environments ons more diffx ult to 
apply on rangelands For the purposes of thes dcx ument. zones are delineated only um forested environments 
In rangeland environments fload prone width 1s used to delymeate RC As 


Forested Lands 


Zone | 1s the enner mpanan area. ts the premary mpanan community and energy mmfMuence area bt 1s most 
important for protection and mammenance of mstream conditions |i also serves to transition processes, 
furnctioms and disturbances from streams to Moadplams and adjacent mparian areas Zome | is the area most 
sensitive to land management activites 


Zenme 2 1s the outer mpanan area |i supports addrvonal npanan area processes and functions (for example 
macrcx lemate) and also sa buffer area capable of absorbing disturbances from the uplands I i the 
mmterface and tranwuon between the ner nparnian area and the uplands In vicener lands anes where semis 
are subyect to surface eromon thus nome may need extenwon wseng the slope adyustment factor Thu en 
tended area 1s referred to as Zone 2b 





Ages 





Artes wrth landscapes of Gust are unetabic or landslide prom will also tee om buded op Gee RCA 


RCA Delineation Process 


RCA Gchncauon s based on Gyee imdx ation sac poaemtial vee heagies catent of fload prome wrath of 
mpanan vegeiavon eid, etechever provide Ghee greaies protection to aguata and mpanan resources 


Sae Pesennal Tree Heugts (SPTH >— The defimman of “ane peacntial wee” for purposes of defimng ordi 
m “The average masemum heagts of the tallest Gommenam wees (20) years of older) for a grven ene class” 
(FEMAT 1993, p V-34) 


The fodioweng sae posentual wee heagte shall be weed as a menemur heegte far the loremed Poaemtial 
Vegetanon Group (PVG) mm the plannng aca PVG «= Gry forest, menemum SPTH (feet) = 120 


Shape Adjustment F acior-Adpoamen of wream RCA evdts for cicne uses a curve hased on probate 
sedemem wave! dntance tram coment aed sources of erowon and sedemen from roads (Keachesom and 


Megihan 1996) 


The process for delmeauon of forested mparian areas (perenmal and omermetiont streams) mvolves drvideng 
RCAs emo (wo zones 


A Monemawnr Widths for Peremmal Streams 


Zone | equals one sme potential wee heaght of the extent of the focad prome area or the extent of wet and 
most Mpanan vegetavon whuchever hesi marntamns protects ani restores the aquatx environmmem Zane 2 
equals one sae potential wee heoght or the cxtemt of dry rpanan vegetation (Zome a) plus amy width added 
from shape adyustment curve (Zone b) 


Ro Moanemeum V idths for lntermationt Streams 


Zane | equals one half sne potential wee height or the extent of the foad prone area or the extent of wet 
and mows! mpanan vegetavon wh hever hes! masniamns protects and restores the aquatx environment 
Zone 2 equals one half ste potential wee height. or the extent of dry mpanan vegetation (Zone 2a) plus amy 
width added from slope adjustment curve (Zone b) 


C | Additional Requirements A ppl able for Al Streams 


Addrvonal special Comuderation rs necessary where there are landsiides and om landshde prome or unstable 
areas landslide prone determination shall he based on the procedure outlined on Tang and Montgomery 
(1995) or other comparable techmques 


D) Total RCA Width 


Total RCA width 1s the sum of the widths determined from Steps A through C 


Rangeland Streams 


The process of delineation for rangeland npanan RC As (nerenmal or emerminent streams) relies on Mood 
prome eidths by stream type or the extent of potential natural npanan vegetation whichever provides the 
greater promection to aquatx and mpanan resources Rupanan vegetation Can be delineated by aerial photo 
graphs or held mapecuon Plandplasn area mn essentially equivalent to food prone width defined by Rosger 
(1994) 


The fotloweng steps can be used to determene the foad prome arca |i is suggested that freld unets develop 
relavonshups between bankfull width and dramage area or use crisiing relatiomshups for thee area 
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|) Deaermune hant full exch for Ge draunage aca ateowe Ghee pont cn Oe sarc am 


2) Desermune Ge srcam type useng Rosger srcam type (Rosges | 994) from acrial phemograpts or cacsteng 
Aaseefx aon Gata 


3) Setect Eewrenctmen Ramo (FR) etuch « te sverage maremum for de paroula stream types from te 
fallow ung 


am A 7 c E a G 
fete ae l4 23 3F MS 7f3 iz 


Enorenchment Veracal comsnmen of seam und the drgree to etach «ns omc med m the valicy Moor 





Entrenchment rane Rats of the erdth of the flaad prome area to the hana full surface exdth of the channe! 


Bec ause emtrenctement rauo 1 act appl able on D streammrypes (branded systerms) mpanan width shal! be 
drtertmined on a case by case hase using sme apecefx an bac al information 


4) Cokowlane the flaad prome area by multuply ong the bank full eidth and emorem hment ratio 


Plead prome areca Width measured at an clevation etach 1s determined at tence the maiimum band full 
depth of the stream 


Local Gramage area and bank ful! exdth relavonsheps should he used mm place of graphs Likewise. if field 
venfied entrenchment ratios are knoen thes data shewid also he used in place of the average maiimums 
shown on Step 3 


Forested Land and Rangeland Ponds, Lakes, Reservoirs, and 
Wetlands 


RCAs for ponds lakes reservows. and wetlands greater than | acre consis! of 

* the body of water or wetland and the area to the owter edges of the nparian vegetation. oF 
+ the extent of the seasonally saturated soul or 

* the extent of moderately and bughly unstable areas or 

© a distance equal to the height of ome sne potential tree. or 


* 150 feet slope drstance fromm the edge of the maximum pool elevation of Constructed ponds and reser. 
vows or from the edge of the wetland pond or lake whichever is greatest 


For ponds lakes reservows and wetlands less than | acre the above RCA delineation shall apply except 
that the mememum slope distamce shal! be | (1D feet 








Riparian Management Objectives 


Introduction 


Riparian Management Objective (RMO) values for stream channel conditions, when used in combination 
with objectives for ICBEMP and this plan, provide criteria to help assess attainment of aquatic and mparian 
goals as described in the “Desired Range of Future Conditions” (see Chapter 3 of both plans). These values 
provide a descnpuion and characterization of watershed, nparian, and stream channel processes and existing 
conditions that can be expected to be met instantancously but rather would be achieved over ume 


As indicated below, some RMOs apply to forested ecosystems, some to rangeland ecosystems, and some to 
ali ecosystems. Actions that reduce habitat quality are inconsistent with the purpose of the ICBEMP and 
this plans direction. However, the intent of RMOs are not to establish a ceiling for what constitutes good 
habitat conditions. The following statements provide the intent for the use of the RMOs and thei purpose 


in acomprehensive program: 


1) RMOs are criteria to help evaluate progress towards attainment of watershed, aquatic and riparian goals 
described within the DFRC. 


2) Interim RMOs are not to be viewed as independent from other components of the aquatic conservation 
strategy; rather, they are part of an aquatic conservation program. RMOs are not always sensitive to 
immediate effects but rather exhibit response to cumulative effects and factors influencing channel history 
over time. 


3) Interim RMOs do not replace State and Federal water quality standards promulgated under the CWA or 
State laws, but they should complement these standards in providing measurable habitat attributes 


Procedure for RMO Application 


RMOs apply to all perennial streams durnng those times that the streams support aquatic life. Effects of land 
management activities On intermittent streams may influence the attainment of RMOs in perennial streams. 
All instream and mparian variables should be used, in combination, to provide a comprehensive synopsis of 
watershed, riparian, and aquatic conditions, since placing emphasis on interpretations of individual vari- 
ables may lead to erroneous conclusions related to watershed, riparian, and aquatic conditions. 


RMO application or development can follow these steps: 


1) The values apply where ecologically attainable. Locally developed RMOs supported with information 
from ecosystem analysis is preferred because of the variable nature of streams within the project and 
planning areas. Stream conditions can vary from disturbances and channel evolution histones that influ- 
enced channel form and conditions. It is recommended that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) and BLM 
managers conduct their own analysis due to the variable conditions in the project and planning areas. 
Managers should consider using similar techniques described by Overton et al. (1995) to define appropriate 
RMOs. RMOs should be developed from evaluations of reference conditions in similar landforms, climate. 
stream type and valley bottom settings, and potential vegetation. In all cases, the rationale supporting these 
changes, and the effects of the changes shall be documented. 


2) Use information from Step | to develop management actions for conserving or restoring watershed, 
mpanan, and channel processes. 


3) Monitor implementation and effectiveness of management if they have the intended results. Provide 
feedback information for future management objectives, action, and evaluation of RMOs. 


Specific values for instream variables (large pool frequency, pool frequency, pool depth/width, large wood 
frequency, temperature, bank stability, and fine sediment), options A and B and mparian vegetation are 
located in Tables 4 and 5 of Appendix 3-4, Eastside Draft EIS, 1997 
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Riparian Trend Analysis Worksheet 





Tettie D | Riperian tread snsiysis worksheet by cetegor) 








(sae Study 
methcads used & 
show trend Downe ard indsacators indsx sian of m (hange Upward mncecators 
Hood) rippers 
*Acrial smagery (A) Studses mndocate a decline wm the (A) Studses indocate no Change m the (A) Stadees indacate an emcrease m the 
“Photo prow overal! number of Ley woudy overs! number of bey euudy overall number of bey eandy jlans 
stuces plants pana 
“K.cy plant 
wihzation studies (B) Studses mdacate a Gechne m the (B) Seudses indicate no change m the (B) Studees mdacate an mcrease m the 
overall Canapy volume (heaght overall canupy volume (heugh and vveral! Canapy volume (hewgh! and 
and width) of key woody planus width) of key woady species width) of bey woud, planus 
(C) Studees imdscate tha: vegetauon (C) Studses indacate no change m the (C) Studees show that healthy sneven aged 
removal is preventung the estab age class structure of key woody stands of cy woody plants are present 
lishmen of uneven aged (.asses plaou 
of ke) woody plants 
Herbecroes (over 
*Acria!l smagery (D) Seudves mmdocate s decline m the (D) Studses indocate no change i the (D) Studves ondxc ave an oncrease in the 
Lame mmercep overall amount of herbaceous overall amoun of herbaceous overal| amount of herbaceous ground 
transects ground cover pound cover cover 
(Eh) Studees ondx ate that herbaceous Cb) Studees indx ate no change un the (F) Studves onda ate that herbeceous species 
species Composition has shifted herbaceous species Compo rion Composition has shifted toward more 
toward more carly succession late SA CESSIOM Species 
apecies 
Serrem benk: and  henne! 
“Stream channe! (F ) Studees indacate an mcrease on the (F) Studses inducaie no change w the (F) Studves undacate @ decrease m the 
form measuremen's amoun! of Streambank erosion amount of streambank erosion arnount! of streambank eromon 
* Aerial imagery anributable to trampling damage aryibvtable to trampling damage artributable to trampling damage 
“Photo pownt ctudves 
(G)) Studves show that » ater deprh (G) No changes nm depth measurements (()) Studies show that water depth 
18 decreasing is WK Teasing 
(H) Studses show that stream (H) Ne change m stream channel (H) Studves show thet stream channe! 
channe! is eidening width is narrowing 
(1) Studves show incised channels (1) Ne change wm channe! depth (1) Studies show that incised channels are 
are widening healing with vegetavon cover 
(1) Studees show that stream meanders (J) Ne change in number and type (J) Studves show thet stream meanders are 
are decreasing and channel! of stream meanders om Teasing 
straightening 
Water quali 
+Water turtedry (K) Increase on pupulenons of fish (K) Sampling indx ates no change (K) Increase on populations of fish an 
samples and aqualn inse 6 loleran’ of high the Compusiion of aquatn insects aqualn insects intolerant of high 
sinh and aquarn turtadity low onygen levels high and fish turtidity how onygen levels high 
mee! samples lemper atures or presence of tempersiures on presence of Contaminants 


(1) Sedement tranapor is decreasing relative 
to haseline daw 
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Riparian Trends for Stream Segments on Public 
Land in the Malheur and Jordan Resource Areas 





Table D-2. Riparian trends for stream segments oa public land ia the Malheur and Jordan resource areas. 








1988 1996 
DEQ 303 (d) 
water water 
quality quality Fish species 
Stream Miles Trend assessment limited in stream' 
Upper Quian Drainage 
(Hydrologic unit 16040201) 
Ange! Canyon 20 Unknown 
Cottonwood Creek 38 6p Yes 
76 Unknown 
Cowboy Creck 26 Unknown 
Dry Creek 33 Unknown 
Hot Creek 03 Unknown 
indian Creek 02 Up Yes Yes LCTR 
62 Unknown 
Indian Creek Trib No. | 14 Unknown 
Indian Creek Trib No. 2 18 Unknown 
Indian Creek Trib No. 3 02 Unknown 
Jack Creek 16 Unknown 
Jackson Creek 2.1 Unknown 
Jackson Creek Trib No. | 0S Unknown 
Jackson Creek Trib No. 2 19 Unknown 
Jackson Creek Middle Fork 06 Unknown 
Lasa Creek 16 Unknown 
Line Canyon Trib No. |! 10 Unknown 
McDermutt Creek 11.7 Unknown Yes Yes LSTS, NATV, COLD, HATV 
McDermitt Creek North Fork 44 Unknown COLD 
McDermitt Creek Trib No. | 13 Unknown LSTS, NATV, COLD 
McDermitt Creek Trib No. 2 08 Unknown LSTS, NATV, COLD 
McDermitt Creek Trib No. 3 13 Unknown LSTS, NATV, COLD 
Mine Creek 18 Up 
02 Unknown 
Mune Creek East F ork 25 Unknown 
Mine Creek West Fork 36 Unknown 
Oregon Canyon 75 Unknown Yes HATC 
Oregon Canyon East Fork 49 Unknown 
Oregon Canyon South Fork 18 Unknown 
Oregon Canyon West F ork 17 Unknown 
Oregon Canyon Trib No. | 08 Unknown 
Oregon Canyon Trib No. 2 11 Unknown 
Oregon Canyon Trib No. 3 05 Unknown 
Oregon Canyon Trib No 4 04 Unknown 
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| 988 1996 
DEQ 303 (d) 
waier water 
quality quality Fish species 
Stream Miles Trend assessment lumned mn stream’ 
Oregon Canyon Trib No. $ 07 Unknown 
Payne Creek 27 Up 
12 Unknown 
Quinn River Trib No. ! Lt Unknown 
Quinn River Trib No. 2 04 #£Unknown 
Quinn River Trib No. 3 07 Unknown 
Quinn River Trib No. 4 06 Unknown 
Quinn River Trib No. 5 35 Unknown 
Quinn River Trib No. 6 3.7 Unknown 
Rock Creek 10 Unknown 
Sage Creek 42 Unknown Yes Yes LCTR 
Sage Creek Trib No. ! 0S Unknown LCTR 
Sage Creek Trib No. 2 17 Unknown 
Shearmg Corral Creek 24 Unknown 
Simpson Creek 11 Unknown 
Spring Creek 17 Up 
Spring Creek Trib No. ! 10 Up 
St. Martin Creek 04 Unknown 
Tenmile Creek 70 Unknown HATC 
Tenmile Creek Trib No. |! 13 Unknown 
Tenmile Creek Trib No. 2 2.1 Unknown 
Tenmile Creek Trib No. 3 24 Unknown 
Tenmile Creek Trib No. 4 13 Unknown 
Turner Creek 26 Unknown 
Unnamed to South Fork OregonCA =. 2.1 Unknown 
Middle Snake Succor Drainage 
17050103 
Antclope Creek 27 Unknown 
Carter Creek 06 Unknown Yes 
South Fork Carter Creek 17 Up REDB 
South Fork Carter Creck Trib No. | 06 Up 
Dog Creek 34 Unknown 
Dog Creek Trib No. | 06 Unknown 
Hog Creek 13 Unknown 
McBride Creek 07 Unknown 
Pole Creek 17 Unknown 
Spring Creek 54 Unknown 
Spring Creek Trib No. | 08 Unknown 
Spring Creek Trib No. 2 23 Unknown 
Succor Creek S53 Up Yes NATV 
15 Unknown 
Whiskey Creek 01 Unknown 
Whiskey Creek Trib No. | 26 Unknown 
Wilson Creek 27 #£Unknown 
Wilson Creek Trib No |! 12 Unknown 
Middle Owyhee Drainage 
(17050107) 
Antelope Creek 99 Unknown Yes NATV 
Antelope Creck Trib No. |! 08  $ Unknown 
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1988 1996 
DEQ 303 (4) 
water water 
quality quality Fish species 
Surcam Miles Trend assessment lumsted wn stream’ 
Antelope Creck Trib No. 2 35 Unknown 
Antelope Creck Trib No. 3 07 Unknown 
Antelope Creck Trib No. 4 10 Unknown 
Antelope Creck Trib No. 5 16 Unknown 
Cavicta Crock 20 Unknown 
Cherry Creek 0S Unknown NATV 
Coburn Crock 06 Unknown 
Deep Creek 25 Unknown 
Field Crock 114 Unknown NATV 
Hansen Flat Creek 07 Unknown 
Jack Crock 73 Unknown 
Lake Fork 0S Unknown 
Masscy Canyon 34 Unknown 
Owyhee River 154 Unknown Yes REDB, NATV, WARM, HATC 
Owyhee River North Fork 22 Unknown REDB, NATV, WARM 
Pole Creek 91 Unknown 
Pole Crock Trib No. | 0S Unknown 
Pole Creck Trib No. 2 28 Unknown 
Spring Branch Creek 21 Unknown 
Spring Creek 07 Unknown 
Steer Canyon 25 Unknown 
Steer Canyon Trib No. ! 16 Unknown 
Steer Canyon Trib No. 2 19 Unknown 
Toppin Creek 101 Unknown 
Trai! Creek 70 Unknown 
Trail Creek Trib No. | 19 Unknown 
Trail Creek Trib No. 2 17 Unknown 
Trail Creek Trib No. 3 18 Unknown 
West Little Owyhee River 72 Static Yes REDB, NATV 
489 Unknown 
West Lite Owyhee River TribNo | O08 Unknown 
West Little Owyhee River TribNe 2 21 Unknown 
West Lath Owyhee River TnbNo 3} O08 Unknown 
Willow Creek 72 Unknown 
Jordan Drainage 
(17050108) 
Chicken Creek 13 Unknown 
Chicken Creek Trib No. | 0$ Unknown 
Chicken Creek Trib No. 2 02 Unknown 
Cow Crock 26 Unknown WARM 
Fish Creek 17 Unknown Yes HATC 
Horse Creek 04 Unknown 
Jordan Creek 30 Unknown Yes NATYV, WARM 
Mahogany ( reck 07 Unknown Yes 
Old Maids Creek 25 Unknown 
Old Maids Creek Trib No | 10 Unknown 
Sheep Spring Creck Trib No | 12 Unknown 
Thomas ( reek 14 Unknown 
Trib No | to Antelope Res 06 Unknown 
Trib No 2 to Antelope Res 1S Unknown 
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| 9es 199 
DEQ 303 (4) 


Srrearn Miles Trend assessment lumuted mn stream 





Trib No 3 to Antelope Res 04 


( reoked-Rattiesnake Drainage 
(17050109) 


Battle Creek 44 
Battle Creek Trib No. |! 05 
Battle Creck Trib No. 3 39 

Bone Creek 04 

Crooked Creek 31 

Deer Creek 25 

Dry Creek 122 

Isaac Canyon os 

Lethe Rattlesnake Creek 92 

Rattlesnake Creek 239 
Rattlesnake Creek Trib No | 1.7 

Woolhawk Canyon 72 


NATV 
Yes NATV 


Yes NATV, HATC 


Hit 


Lewer Owyhee Drainage 
(17050110) 
Burch Creek 34 NATV 
$5 
Bogus Creek 72 
38 
Burnt Flat Creek 19 
Butte Creek 2.1 
Butte Creek Trib No. |! 78 
Cold Spring Creek 6.1 
Cold Spring Creek Trib No. |! 40 
Crowley Creek 25 
Dry Creek 106 
Indian Creek 45 
Jackson Creek 49 
Juniper Creek 32 
Lower Crowley Creek 23 
L. Crowley Creek Trib No! 21 
Owyhee River 17 
40 
Owyhee River Trib No. 2 08 
Road ( anyon 07 
Rock Spring Canyon 08 
Ryegrass Creek 08 
Skul! Creek 33 
Spring Creek 24 
Twin Spring Creek Trib No | 09 
Wildcat Creek 36 
Wildcat Creek Trib No |! 03 
Willow Creek 62 


Yes REDB, NATV, WARM 


Yes Yes REDB, NATV, WARM 


CE PE 











1988 1 
DEQ 303 id) 
water water 
quality Quality Fish species 
Strearn Mules Trend asscsermem lermnted 1m stream: 
Upper Matheur Draimage 
(17058116) 
Bendire Creek 23 Up 
63 Unknown 
Bull Canyon 62 Unknown 
Granne Creek 23 Up Yes 
18 Unknown 
Hunter Creek 17 Unknown 
Hunter Creck Trib No |! 08 Unknown 
Lotthe Malheur River 11 Seat Yes Yes REDB, NATV 
Lost Creek 09 Unknown Yes 
Malheur River 39 =6Up Yes Yes NATV, HATC 
Malheur River North F ork 36 «6OUUp Yes Yes BUTR, REDB, NATV, HATC 
36 Static 
Malheur River South F ork 03 Unknown Yes Yes NATV, HATC 
Warm Springs Creck 31 0 = Static 
Willow Basen Creek 02 Unknown 
Willow Basin Creck Trib No | 06 Unknown 
Lewer Matheur Drainage 
(17050117) 
Basin Creek Ol Up 
36 Unknown 
Black Canyon 09 Up REDB 
11 «Static 
Calf Creek 18 Up REDB, NATV 
04 Static 
Camp Creek 51 Unknown REDB 
Cave Canyon 12 Unknown 
Chalk Canyon 34 Unknown 
Conroy Canyon 18 Unknown 
Cottonwood Creek 97 Up Yes REDB, NATV 
35S State 
16 Unknown 
Canyon Creek 07 Up REDB 
09 Down 
04 Unknown 
Dunner Creek 18 Unknown 
Gold Creek 54 6p Yes REDB 
Hog Creek 17 Up Yes REDB 
24 State 
65 Unknown 
Hunter Creek 23 Up Yes 
31 Down 
Keeney Creck 110 §©Unknewn 
Long Creek 28 Unknown 
Malheur River 23 Up Yes Yes REDB, NATV, HATC, WARM 
0S Unknown 
Mathew River Trib No | 0} 6Up 
42 Unknown 
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1988 
DEQ 


weer 
quality 
assciemmct 


19% 
303 (4) 
water 
quality F rsh specacs 
lumned m stream 





Clover Creek Trib No. | 
Clover Creek Trib No. 2 
Cotonwood (reek 


Cottonwood Creek South F ork 


Cottonwood Creek West Fork 
Deep Creek 
Deep Creek Trib No | 
East Prong Dry Creek 
Godding Creek 
Hay Canyon 
Indian ( reek 


Indian Creek North F ork 
Indian C reek South Fork 


indian Crock South Fork Trib No 2 


Kitten Canyon 
Log Canyon 
McArthur Creek 
North Bully Creek 
NG Creek 


Pucken ( reek 
Puckett Creek Trib No | 


ime 


Unknown 
Unknown 
Unknown 
Unknown 
Down 
Down 
Unknown 
Down 
Unknown 
Down 
Unknown 
Unknown 
Unknown 
Up 

Static 
Down 
Static 
Unknown 
Static 
Unknown 
Unknown 
Down 
Unknown 
Unknown 
Static 
Unknown 
Unknown 
Up 

Unknown 
Unknown 
Unknown 
Unknown 
Down 
Down 
Up 

Static 
Down 
Down 
Down 
\ nknown 
Unknown 


Yes 


Yeas 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


REDS, NATV 


REDB. NATV 


Yes REDB, NATV 


REDB, NATV 


REDB, NATV, HATC 


REDB, NATV 


REDB, NATV 


REDB, NATV 


REDB, NATV 


REDB, NATV 











TEE 





Reds Creck 

Rock Cabos Crock 
South Bully Creet 
South Clover Creet 
Stearnboat ( rect 
Swarnp ( reet 
Whuskey Guich 


Millew Dramage 
(17058119) 


Basen ( reek 

Black Creek 

Bridge Creek 

Dry Gulch 
Dry Guich Trib No | 
Dry Guich Trib No 2 
Dry Gulch Trib No 3 

Henry Guich 

Kern Creek 

Milk Branch Boulder ( reek 

Mill Boulder ( reek 

Mud (reek 

Phipps Creek 

Pole Creek 


Shasta Crulch 
Sheep Corral Creek 
Turner (reek 
Waterfa!l! Creek 
Willow Creek 


Willow Creek Middle F ork 


Willow Creek North Fork Trib No | 


Brownlee Reservoir Drainage 
(17056201) 


Borch Creek 


Alverd Lake Drainage 
(17120009) 


Antelope Creek 
Antelope Creek Trib No | 
Antelope Creek Trib No 2 
( ottomwoad ( reek 
Dootrttie Creek 
Doolutle Creek Trib No | 


05 
33 


03 


a4 
0s 
19 
68 
83 
os 


ih 


PPP TEP Pr 


| 


Mili 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


Yes 


REDB. NATV 


Yes 


3 


33 


3S 
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1988 et 
DEQ 303 4d) 
weir wat 
quasity Quality Fesh species 
Svrar. Mules Trend asscamere temuted mm stream 
Dry Crock 80 Unknown 
Dry Creck Trib No. |! 14 Usknows 
F fteenmile ( reet 6° Up Yes LCTR 
39 Unknown 
Fiftcemmile Crock Trib No | 10 — Unitcnown 
Fish Crock 65 Unknown 
Fish Creet South Fork 1! Uricnown 
Jaw Bane ( reek 22 Unsknoes LCTR 
Lettie Whatechorse ( reek sh 8 6Up Yes Yes LCTR 
35 Unknown 
L. Whachorse Cr Trib No | 44 Up LCTR 
Sheepline ( anyon 35 Unknown 
Twelvermie ( reek 4 Unknown 
Twelvernile Creek Trib No | 21 Unknown 
Whitehorse (reek S6 6060p Yes LCTR 
89 Unknown 
Whachorse Creck Trib No | 09 Unknown 
Whachorse Creck Trib No 2 16 Unknown 
Whatchorse Creek Trib No 2A 08 Unknown 
Whachorse Creck Trib No 2D 05 Unknown 
Willow (reek 138 Up Yes Yes LCTR 
18 Unknown 
Willow Creck Trib No | 09 Unknown 
Willow Creek Trib No 2 12 Unknown 
Willow Creek Trib No 3 20 Unknown 
Willow Creck Trib No 4 06 Unknown 





fa fish species is noted as present the species may not be m al! stream reaches and a!! stream reaches may new have fish See prev rows tabie for definition 
of epecies shoreviatons 
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Riparian Condition and Trend for Public Land 
in the Andrews Resource Area 








Table D-3 Riparian condition ard tread for public land in the Andrews Resource Area’ 








1988 1996 
DEQ 303 (4) 
wert weater 
Ripanan quality = quality Fish species 
Stream Miles condson Trend = assessment =f ermsted m strearn 
Harecy -Matheur | ske Dramage 
(17120001) 
Riddle Creck 23 Poor Static Yes Ye REDS 
Deep Creek io «=6—Paw Unknown 
02 Unknown Unknown 
Denner ved Blitzen 
(17120005) 
Donner und Blitzen Riv er $5 Stat Yes REDB, MMSC, NATV 
56 Good Up 
59 86 Pew Up 
03 Faw Static 
Bridge Creek 14 Good Statx Yes REDB, MMSC_NATV, WARM 
06 Faw Stat 
03 Poor Starx 
Lettie Bridge Creek 04 Unknown Unknown Yes 
Cucamonga Creek 04 86Far Up Yes REDB 
03 Faw Static 
02 Poor Stata 
Cucamonga Creek Trib 0} Par Stat 
Donner und Binzen River Trib 09 Faw Unknown 
Pish Creek 36 Exceller Sut Yes REDB, MMSC 
65 Good Up 
12 Good Statx 
02 Faw Stat 
07 Unknown Sut 
Lottie Fish Creek 05 Faw Static Yes REDB 
06 Poor Static 
Grove ( reek 0) Poor Stat REOB 
o4 l nknown Sut 
os Unknown Unknown 
Indian ( reet 12 Good Up Yes REDB, MMSC, NATV 
100 Ss Paw Up 
Big Indian ( reet $3 Good Up Yes REDB, MMSC 
06 Good Unknown 
L tthe Inchan ( reet is Eacellem Stat, REDR, MMSC 
22 Coad Up 
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Somereeas: Ore poe Rescuer thancprmen Puan brome ign Sure 








SF Donner und Biuzen River 08 Yes Ye REDS, MMSC, NATV 


Ankle (reek 04 Yes REDB, MMSC 


oh oad 
DEQ Wie: 
ear war 
\ pera quairy Quality Fe agnec ues 
Seca Mules Tremé 9s assesemnem™® =n mm strcar 
63  nanown Stata 
Kager Creek 22 (ron lp Ya REDS, MMSC. NATYV 
16 Faw Up 
os Faw Stata 
Lattice Kager Creek 62 Unknown Unknown Yes REDB 
Deep Creek 62 | nknown Unknown Yes REDS 
Deep Creek Trib 07 Uninown Unanow? REDB 
Bag Pasture Creck 6! Good Up REDB 
Mud ( reet 62 Poor | nknown REDS 
Krumbo (reet o! Coed Up Yes RED, NATTY, WARM, HATC 
12 Poot Up 
Krumbo Creck Trib 63 Far Unknown REDB 
06 Poor Up 
Lottle Binzen River 4) Crood Up Yes Yes REDB. MMSC 
07 Good Sut 
ae Far Up 
McC oy Creek 62 Good Up Ves REDB, MMSC_ NATV, WARM 
os Good Statx 
62 (Croad Unknown 
os Fax Up 
07 Faw Stat 
06 Faw Down 
os Fear Unknown 
30 Poor Sat 
20 Poor Down 
10 Poor Unknown 
13 l nknown Sut 
03 Unknown Unknown 
MeCoy Creek Trib 17 Good Unknown REDS 
on Faw Unknown 
16 Poot Unknown 
07 Poor Down 
17 Unknown Unknown 
Dongle Creet o4 Good Sat 
10 Faw Stat 
02 Poor Suan 
os Poor Down 
Whiskey (reek 63 Poor Unknown 
Mud ( reet $1 Faw Up Yes REDB, MMSC. NATV 
05 Poor Up 
Big Fr Creek is Fae Up REDS 
62 Poor Lnknown 
Little Pir Creek 13 Uninown Unknown 
Good Up 
baw Up 
baw Stat 
Faw Up 
baw Unknown 
Poor Statn 
| nknown Sut 
baw Unbnown 


REDS 


Ankle Creek Trib 03 














1oe8 wer 
DEQ 383 4é) 
rad we 
per ar quairy Quali Fea apecees 
Svran Macs Comdnan Trené 9s aasseusmere |= lemmned ” sear 
o5 Untncw? Unknow? 
Sout) Fort Anbie (rece 08 Poor Sut REDS 
Deep Creek it aw Up REDS. MMSC 
62 L nonce? Sua 
Deep Creck Tr 62 baw Unknow? REDS 
02 Ll nbnowen Untnoe? 
Mud ( reet 06 | sknowr Unance Yes . MMSC 
Tornbetone ( amvon ( reet 06 Faw Unancenr 
Cwane (( ates) 
(17120008) 
Horne ( reet 20 E acetiom Static Ves Yee CARB 
os Faw Stat 
i4 Poor Up 
14 Poot Static 
Home Creek Trib is Powr Statx 
02 Poor Unanown 
Rock (reek 46 Poor Untnoen Yes’ CARB, CATC 
Stevi Creet 16 Faw Up Yes Yes CATC 
0) Faw Down 
Threemile ( reek is Good Stati Yes CARB 
0! (soe Unknown 
16 Poor Up 
Abord 
(17120009) 
Anzvona Creek o4 Coad Up 
67 aw Up 
Bug Alvord ( reet 24 E aceliem Stat LCTR 
os Excellion Unknown 
Big Alvord Creek Trib 13 Eacetion Sut 
Hone ( reet os (rood Unknown 
19 Faw Unknown 
Bone Creek Trib o4 (rood Undnown 
02 Faw Unknown 
Burke Spring ( reet 2 baw Saat 
0) Faw Uninown 
04 Poor Up 
Burke Spring Creek Trib 0! Unknown = Up 
( arlson (reek o4 (road Up 
07 Faw Sat 
6) Faw Unknown 
Castle Rock Creek is Eacetion Sam 
os l ntnown Sate 
( atlow ( reek 07 Crome Up 
63 Faw lp 
Catlow Creek Trib 01 Faw Up 
South Fork ( atlow (reet is Good Up 
19 Faw Up 
02 Uninown Up 
Cherry (rect os Geo Statn 
Faw lp 





eesteras! Orr poe Rascwrs thamaprmen Pum be rommenia img ren 








vee we 
DEQ 303 4) 
ver eer 
4 pear quality = quality Feah apecacs 
Soran Murs com@mar Tremé 9 asaesarncty os emnie’  srrarn 
02 Usesen Up 
Colony Creek 20 Poo \f 
Cohony Creech Trib 63 Pox Up 
( amare (res Serene Mor i” Eacelion Suma LoTR 
Comemwoad (reet Trib 13 EF acetion Sate 
( omewwoad ( reet 
(Trot (-eet Mowntae 02 Poor Unknown Yes 
Borrow ( reek 67 l neroer nance? 
Cold Creek 62 Faw Unknow? 
Cressy ( amyou ( reet 0° Unknown Unknown 
South Pork Cotemwoed Creek 05 Poor Untoncre? 
Depry (rect os Goo Up 
07 Faw Up 
6! | nknowr Up 
Demo Creek 13 Eacetion Sut Yes Yes LCTR. GIAL 
04 Good Sut 
62 baw Sur 
os row Unknown 
1s Poor Sat 
6) | nknown Sut 
Demo Creek Trib 04 ( semen Stn 
o4 Faw Saat 
6! Faw Linknow? 
Fields ( reet 17 Faw Up Yes 
Babes ( anyon ( reet 04 Unicow Unknow 
Pass ( reet 21 Faw lL nknowr 
i! Poor Unknown 
62 | nknown L nanows 
Picids Creek Trib 07 Faw Unknown 
13 Poor | nhnowr 
Indian ( ree 11 Excelent lp 
18 E aceliers Sate 
62 | nknown Up 
Indhan ( reek Trib o4 F acelion Sam 
Latle Alvord Creet 07 Eacetion Sane LOTR 
67 Eacelien | nance 
Lathe Alvord Creet Trib 6! Eacetiow Stat LOTR 
62 Faw State 
ome ( omomwand ( reet 0° Good lL nknowr Yes 
47 Poor Up 
Lathe Comonwoed Creek Trib 06 Fac elion Up 
10 Goad Up 
- (sven Unanown 
1? Po Up 
is Poor Up 
Little MeCoy Creek on F acetion: Stare LOTR 
25 | nance Sate 
Little MeCoy Creek Trib o° Fac eliow: Seat 
Mare ( reet 07 EF ecetion Sate HATC 
oe | Renew State 
Momgurte ( reat is fF acelien Siatw LoTR 
6) | paneer Stat 
Momgurte ( reet Trib o* EF aceliow Sate 

















| 9&8 1996 
DEQ 303 (d) 
water water 
Kiparnan quality = quality Fish species 
Strearn Miles condston Trend assessment = |ammted in stream’ 
os Good Statec 
Pike Creck 07 Excellent Up LCTR 
16 Excellent Static 
02 Faw Up 
01 Unknown Up 
Pike Creek Trib 03 Excellent Unknown 
Pueblo Creek os Good Static GIAL 
Pucblo Slough 15 Unknown Unknown GIAL 
Reaux Creek 06 Faw Up Yes 
Lt Poor Up 
03 Poor Static 
Red Powt Creek 10 Faw Up 
Reynolds Creek 05s Good Static 
Schouver Creek 04 Faw Unknown 
09 Poor Unknown 
Schouver Creek Trib 03 F air Unknown 
Sesena Creek 04 Good Static 
o8 Faw Up 
13 Poor Up 
02 Poor Unknown 
06 Unknown Unknown 
Stonchouse Creek 04 Faw Static 
05 Poor Static 
Stonchouse Creek Trib No |! 10 Faw Static 
Stonchouse Creek Trib No.2 1.7 Unknown Unknown 
Trout Creek 22 Good Up Yes Yes GIAL, TRHY 
1.5 Good Unknown 
$7 Unknown Unknown 
Big Trout Creek 22 Good Up Yes Yes GIAL, TRHY 
42 Faw Up 
10 Faw Unknown 
16 Poor Up 
East Fork Big Trowt Creek 0.7 Fair Up Yes Yes TRHY 
02 Poor Up 
Big Trout Creek Trib 01 Good Up 
03 Good Unknown 
06 Fair Unknown 
os Poor Up 
19 Unknown Unknown 
Little Trout Creek 47 Faw Up Yes Yes TRHY 
02 Faw Unknown 
07 Poor Up 
0.1 Poor Static 
Lattle Trout Creek Trib 04 Fair Up 
06 Faw Unknown 
02 Poor Up 
Stony Creek 02 Good Unknown 
06 Unknown Up 
0! Unknown Unknown 
Unnamed Stream No 2 09 Unknown Unknown 
Unnamed Stream No 3 09 Unknown Unknown 
Unnamed Stream No ‘ 02 Unknown Unknown 
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1988 19 
DEQ 303 (4) 
water waier 
Rupanan quality = quality Fish species 
Stream Miles condinon Trend assessment —sLarmuted im stream 
Unnamed Stream No 6 02 Unknown Unknown 
Van Horn Creek 14 Excellent Static Yes LCTR., GIAL, COLD 
10 Good Sratic 
os Good Unknown 
os Faw Up 
os Faw Unknown 
05 Poor Up 
Van Horn Creck Trib 02 Excellent Unknown 
12 Excellent Static 
23 Good Static 
03 Good Unknown 
14 Faw Up 
10 Faw Static 
Wildhorse Creek 10 Good Up Yes HATC 
42 Faw Up 
02 Faw Static 
1s Poor Up 
04 Poor Down 
10 Unknown Up 
Wildhorse Creck Trib o8 Good Up 
Andrews Creek 03 Poor Up 
Butte Creek 02 Good Static 
Jumper Creek 12 Good Static 
Little Wildhorse Creek os Good Up HATC 
1.7 Fair Up 
Little Wildhorse Creck Trib 0.5 Good Up 
Miranda Creek 10 Unknown Unknown 
Spring Creek 07 Good Static 
Stonchouse Creek 02 Good Up 
05 Good Static 
01 Good Unknown 
04 Fawr Up 
04 Faw Unknown 
03 Unknown Up 
Stonchouse Creek Trib 06 Good Static 
04 Faw Unknown 
Willow Creek 06 Unknown Unknown 
Willow Creek (Steens Mtn) 09 Excellent Static LCTR 
o8 Good Static 
05 Faw Static 
Willow Creek Trib 04 Excellent Static 
Willow Creek (Pueblo Mountam) 35 Fair Up 
03 Faw Unknown 
Little Willow Creek 01 Good Up Yes 
07 Good Static 
09 Fair Up 
03 Poor Up 
Roschene Spring 02 Fair Unknown 
Quinn 
(16040201) 
Kangs River 16 Poor Static HATC 











1988 1996 
DEQ 303 (4) 
water water 
K panan quality = quality Fish species 
Sucam Miles condspon Trend assessment = =—s Larned im stream 
Thousand Springs-\ irgin 
(16640205) 
Deep Creek 5 Faw Static 
Deep Crock Trib 16 Fas Static 
, os Poor Static 
Pass Crock 10 Fawr Stat 
03 Faw Unknown 
Pass Crock Trib 07 Faw Static 
02 Faw Unknown 
Dup Spring Creek 03 Unknown Unknown 
East Crock 10 Faw Static 
19 Poor Static 
0.1 Poor Unknown 
East Creck Trib Lt Poor Static 
Frve Draws Crock 04 Faw Static 
Five Draws Creck Trib 05 F aur Stat 
McLean Crock 04 Faw Unknown 
Bodesto Creek os Good Static 
is Fas Static 
04 Unknown Static 
Rough Canyon Creek is Faw Static 
Stonehouse Creck 02 Excellem Static 
14 Good Static 
21 Faw Static 
02 Faw Unknown 
Stonehouse Creek Trib 07 Excellent Static 
09 Good Static 
02 Good Unknown 
os Faw Static 
02 Faw Unknown 





‘Tf a fush apecies 1s noted as present the species may not be mai! stream reaches and al! stream rea hes may not have fish See previous table for definition 
as species abbreviations 

' Based on mparian condition and wond data BLM land only. onc budes streams and stream reaches that do mot have fish 

' Reservow portion 
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Southeast Oregon Resource Management Plan / Environmenial Impact Siaiemen: 


Water Quality Management Plans; 
Establishing TMDLs For Nonpoint Sources 


The BLM is responsible to manage the requirements of the CWA on Public Lands they admunister and 1s 
required to mamta water quality where « presently mects EPA-approved Oregon State Water Quality 
Standards and to umprove water qualsty where #1 docs not mect standards on Public Land Specific water 
badses within the planning arca that do not meet Orcgon watcr quality standards have been placed by the 
State of Oregon on an EPA approved list of Water Qualsty Limuted Segments. as defined by Secon 30 Md) 
of the CWA(Tabie 2-10, and Appendix D, Tables D2 and D3) 


As a participating partner in the endcavor to comply with appropratc siaic water quality standards. BLM 1s 
secking ways to bring these streams imto comphance and reduce the sumber of Secuon 30M d) listed stream 
segments on public land. There are several ways for these waters to qualify for removal from thes lest. 
l)apphcable water standards arc attasned, 2)sufficsently stringent pollution requirements are applied. and 
3potal maximum daily loads (TMDLs) are implemented thei are designed to achieve water quality stan- 
dards TMDLs are quantifiable load allocations for individual pollutants that are assigned to cach source 
for waters that are violating state water quality standards and fasling to protect associated beneficial uses 


On a case-by-case basis, Water Quality Management Plans (WQMPs) can be developed to serve as 
TMDLS for individual or groups of subbasins, watersheds, of specific sircams Crtena for developung 
WQMPs that are acceptable as nonpowt source TMDLs are described m the Oregon DEQ document. 
Guidance for Developing Water Quality Management Plans That Will Function as TMDLs for Nonpownt 
Sources. To serve as approved nonpoint source TMDLs, WQMPs have to address identified adverse 
conditions wahun the listed stream segments and associated watersheds then specify actions and requere- 
ments necessary to restore and meet water quality standards 


Each WQMP developed from DEQ’s guidance document must include and adequately address the clements 
described below 


i 
| 
| 


| 


Some of these ten clements, in parucular goals. obyectives. reasonable assurance of umplementation. and 
maintenance of effort over ume, may be effectively addressed at the scale of the SEORMP. and individual 
WQMPs will ter or refer to the three Resource Management Plans and approved Records of Decrson 
Other elements, such as local condition descnpuions, management measures. umelines. parti ypants and 
monstorng plans are more effectively addressed at sete specific scale Many of these clements. from 
condition assessment to funding, may be found mm ecxrsting BLM plans and other documents The ShORMP 
mcorporates the management of these plans and expands upon many of the obyectives, methadologres 
criteria, Best Management Practuces (Appendix O), and livestock grazing practices and project develop 
ment (Appendix R & S) both for the uplands and rpanian/wetiand areas 


The BLM intends to use the SEORMP as partial fulfiliment of DPQ's ten clement: of a WQOMP The BLM 
18 formally requesting public comment on this appendia and the sections nt references as partial fulftiment 
of DEQ's ten elements of aWQMP WOQOMPs for geograptuc regions will be developed to complement the 
SEORMP in fulfilling DEQ's ten elements of a WQMP 
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Element 1: Condition Assessment and Problem Description 


in Chapter 2 of dus SEORMP. past and present permutied uses and actuviwes on Public Lands have born 
sdentified that have umpaured water qualsty standards and bencficial uses as sdentified on Oregon Admunis- 
tratrve Rules Chapter 340 of listed waterbodies and srcam segments The beacficial uses tha are most 
impacted by these other nonpount source pollutants are primarily salmon fish spawnng and salmoned fish 
rearing. although acstheucs, rewsdent fish and aquatuc fe. and water contact recreapon Could also be 
affected. Descrnipuons of how these may be affected are wm Chapter 2 and Chapter 3. 


Descnpuons of subbasins, upland, mpanan. and stream condmons om gencral are on Chapter 2. as are the 
human -caused acuvites that can affect water quality Although human-caused pount-source pollyuon 
occurs in the subbasins, most of the pollution relaied to BLM acuviues 1s non-pount source In general. the 
rclavomstup between the upland and mpanan condstians to water quality are sdenufied mm Table | 


Water quality mm the area also naturally vanes greatly depending on topography, clevation, prosmuty to 
spring sources, clamate, and other factors that are outside of human control 


Late summer volumes are naturally affected by ugh clevations of the upper porvons of the watersheds. the 
depth of the snowpack, the mung and duravon of the snowmelt. and the level of saturavon of dryness of 
the landscape Several water quality parameters. including water temperature, dissolved oxygen. and 
mmstream habstat avaslabslty, are consequently affected 


The size of the watershed and amount of ground water recharge from springs or subsurface flow are also 
factors These factors also influence the level of downstream crosive forces, which can also affect the 
amount of sedymentavon and quality of mstream habetat Water temperature can be affected by amtuent ai 
temperature and exposure to solar radiation. as affected by elevation. topography, aspect. annual tempera- 
ture vanation, and season, all of which are not under human control Dependent upon sosls. topography. 
clumate. and elevation, different areas of the watersheds have different potential vegetative Communities 
These and natural disturbances, such as wildfire, can affect the soul surface protecuon and soul infiitration 
capabulity of the uplands and mpanan areas Thus, om turn. can affect the level of sedimentation and water 
vodume on the streams 


ee 
Table 1. Watershed conditions and relationship to non-point source pollution 








|. Upland 


Watershed condition — Description NPS pollution relation to watershed condition 
A Insufficrent vegetative Sedimentation Sor! surface erosson m uplands 
basal and canopy cover to 
protect surface souls Turtidity Sedimentation from sot! surface erosson im uplands 


Habitat modification Siltation of spawning gravels from sedimen 
tation and reduction im primary productivity from turtadity 


B Insufficsent vegetation Plow modification Reduced water retention 


High sedimentation High peak runoff causing upland sou! surface 
eromon and riparian bank eroson 


High turtedity Sedimentation from erosion in uplands and npanan area 


Hatetat modification Siltation of spawning gravels from sedimen 
tation and reduction in primary productivity from turtadity 


High temperature Low summer flow and reduced cool grownd 
water inflow 


Low dissolved oxygen High temperature reduces ory gen solubvlity 
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Table 1. Watershed conditions and relationship to non-point source pollution 





Watershed condibon Description 


NPS pedlution: relation to watershed condition 





Il Reparian arca A Sweambank shade 
insufficeent to prevent 
excessive warming from 
durect solar radsatson 


B Imsufficsent bank 


statulsty allowing cxces- 
sive streambank crosmon 


High temperature Increased exposure. allowing solar heating 
Low dissolved oxygen High temperature reduces orygen sobutulsty 
Algal growth High temperature from solar heating 

Turtadity: Hagh algal growth 


Sedimentavon Streambank crowon 


Flow modification Reduced floodplain development resultung on 
reduced water retention Causeng increased spring peak flows and 
decreased summer ground water inflow 


High temperature Streambank crowon resulting mm widening of 
stream allowing mncreased solar heatong, reduced shade from 
overhanging banks. low summer flows and reduced cool ground 
water inflow 


Low dissolved oxygen High temperature reduces o1ygen sobubulsty 


Algal growth High temperature from solar heateng 


Turtudsty High algal growth and sediments from bank crosson 


Habsat modification Reduced pout bar formation for pool 
formation mm outer meander curves, reduced cover from undercut 
banks, reduced cover due to shallower waters. reduced edgewaters 
and floodplains for refuge from high runoff velocmes and for fry 
habstat, reduced spawning grave! avalatulety due to sedimentation 


High temperature Low summer flow and reduced cool grownd 
water inflow 


Sedimemation Increased peak flow c ausong streambank crosson 


Habstat modification See above on bank stabelity 


Sedimentation Higher mput of upslope sedements 








Element 2: Goals and Objectives 


One of the goals of the SBEORMP 1s to meet applicable Oregon water qualsty standards) The SEORMP 
assumes that thus would occur trough watershed restorabon, as accomplished though the actuevement of 
the Deswred Range of Future Condmons (DRFC), described im Chapter 1. The goals, objectives, and 
management derectrves on the SBORMP. described om Chapter 3. address DRC and the capected result in 
wmprovement for water quality, npanan/wetland arcas. vegetatvon on upland arcas. habstat for special status 
species. and fishenes and aquatic habrtal in gencral 


Watershed restoravon 1 assumed to be defined by the potcnual of the area For cxampie, m arcas where 
deep channel entrenchment has occurred such that the top of the bank 1 much greater than the bank full 
stage. restoravon 1 lemuted to the potential Moodplain development wethen the incised channel and conun- 
ued shifts mn localized erosson and depossion if the Channel 1s still moving toward equilsbnum Achieve. 
ment of the water qualsty goal through watershed restoration would be by emplementung the necessary 
management to meet the SEORMP otyectives and the “Standards for Rangeland Health and Guidelines for 
Livestock Grazing Management for Public Lands Admunistered by the Bureau of Land Management in the 


States of Oregon and Washungion ~ 


Grazing admunistration regulations for the BLM (43 Code of Federal Regulations Parts 4, 1780 and 4100) 
set forth the requirement to manage to” = =— promote healthy. sustasnable rangeland ecosystems. to acceler. 
ate restoravon and umprovement of public rangelands to promote property functioning conditions, and 
to provide for the sustasnabulsty of the western livestock industry and Communities that are dependent upon 
productive. healthy public rangelands © Standards for Rangeland Health for BLM -admunistered lands in 
Oregon and Washington were developed pursuant to 43 Cade of Federal Regulations, Subpart 41 80 and 
approved August 12. 1997. Standard 4 directly states the water quality goal: “Surface water and ground 
water quality, influenced by agency actions. complies with State water quality standards " Standards | and 
2 address the properly functioning condition of the watersheds Standards 3 and $ reflect the ecological 
processes im the watershed and habitat for native species Watershed restoration and, therefore, water 
quality would be actweved through the attasnment of Standards |. 2.3 and $ The relationship of these 
standards to watershed condmtions affecting water quality are identified in Table 2 


Although no specifi water quality obyective. such as temperature. for amy one water quality standard for 
beneficial uses is sdemtfied mn the SEORMP. the effects of improving mpanan/wetland areas, uplands and 
mstream habetat are expected to result in progress towards meeting standards 


Table 2. Standards for Rangeland Health and relationship to watershed condition factors (Table 
1) contributing to nonpoint source pollution 


Standard Description Relationstup to watershed condition factor (Table |) 
contribyting to mompornt source pollution 


! Upland sorls exhebet infiltration and permeability rates. Protection of surface souls will mocrease because the 
monsture storage and stabulsty that are appropriate to mmprovement im epecies and structural diversity will 
soul Clomate and landform result in increased vegetative basal and canopy 

cover to reduce erosive energy due to overland flow 


and precipitation (1A) 








Sos! wnfiltravom will mmorease because the wmprove 
ment mm epecees and structural diverssty wll result mm 
moreased vegetative basal and Canapy cover to 
omtercem overland flow and precepnation (IB) 
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Table 2. Standards for Rangeland Health and relationship to watershed condition factors (Table 


1) contributing to nonpoint source pollution 





Standard = Descmpuoon 


Relaponsiup to watershed condmon factor (Table |) 
comtnbyuing to sompomt source polluvon 





3 Healthy. productive and diverse plant and animal 
populations and Communities appropnate to soul, 
clumate and landform are supported by ecolog)- 
cal processes of nutment cycling, energy flow 
and the hydrologi cycle 


5 Habvtats support healthy, productive and diverse 
populations and Communes of native plants 
and animals (inc buding Special Status species 
and species of local emportance) approprate to 
soul clomane and landform 


Sueambank shade wil! be increased through smprovement 
of shade-providing mparian woody specees (ILA) 


Sucambank stability will omprove through improvement 
of herbaceous and woody species to provide roct mass to 
provide a matria for holdeng the soul partucies together 
(1B) 


Infiltrztion will be emproved through increase im basal and 
canopy vegetative Cover to mmercep overiand flow and 
precipstavon (TIC) 


Filtering capatility will be umproved through increase im 
basal vegetative Cover to intercept sediments from 
overland flow, inchudeng floadplamn overflow (IID) 


Protecuon of surface souls will mcrease because the 
improvement im species and structural diversity will result 
mm mmcreased vegetative basal and canopy cover to reduce 
erosive energy due to overland flow and precipitation 
(IA) 


Sos! infiltration will mncrease because the improvement im 
species and structural diversity will result om mcreased 
vegetative basal and canopy cover to miercept overland 
flow and precipntation (1B) 


Streambank shade will be increased through umprovement 
of shade providing mpanan woody species (IA) 


Streambank stability woll emprove through umprovement 
of herbaceous and woody species to provide root mass to 


provide a matria for holdeng the sor! particles together 
(IB) 


Infittration will be emproved through mcrease im basal and 


canopy vegetative Cover to intercept overland flow and 
preciptation. (TIC) 


Prhterng capability will be umproved through mcrease on 
basal vegetative Cover to miercept sediments from 
overland flow. mchudeng Moodplamn overflow (IID) 


Habrtat modificatrom that 1s adverse to the fish species 
will be reduced as habrtat 1s restored to support viable 
populations (1A-B. TLA-D. ITLA) 


Temperature sedementation algal growth turtudity. 
summer flow and dissolved onygen showld be at levels 
that support viable papulations of the fish epecies (1A B. 
1LA-D, ITA) 
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Element 3: Proposed Management Measures 


The SEORMP sdécoufies an adaperve management strategy. as Gescrvbed m Chaguct | to address and 
accomplish resource obyecturves on Publ Lands for all permuted uses and activewes. nchuding bwemack 
gramng Thus adaguive straticgy oul! evaluate permoticd uses and actuveues. recommend and mrtusic adyust- 
ments as needed to meet the dcsured resource obyectives. and manscr results for cflectivencss Acuoms and 
resancuons required far accomplishment of cach resource obyective are sdentified op Chapecr } and om some 
cases Chagner 4 Comuderable atienton to thn adapuve management pracess well be taken mmc account far 
cach WQOMP on order to address the msucs asscaciaiod wath cach stream segment. watershed cr subhasen 
level Effectiveness esl! be evaluated through empiementapon of monnanng plans assacisied wath cach 
WOMP The Oregon Department of Environmental Quality has agreed that WOMPs will functnon as 
adaptive management plam. where goals or management measures are revised if momsmormng of other data 
indx ate a need 


The SEORMP addresses retaravon on protection of the upland vegetateon as well as the mparnan/wctland 
arcas for atlamment and mammicnance of water quality standards Table 3} identifies the more pertinent 


management actions by alternative from Charter 3 that will result on progress toward meeting the Standards 
for Rangeland Health and watervhed condmons that affec! water quality The management actions that are 
identified mm the three Resource Management Plans and approved Records of Decimon will apply through 
owt ther reapective Resource Areas Some of these actions apecifx ally requere epecial management to 
improve or protect mpanan and upland watershed condrpoms Others emphasize mmprowing of protecting 
native vegetation and natural values Sate specifx management activities that are om Comphance wrth the 
management actions identified on Table } and mm the approved ROD» are expected to allow progress 
towards meeting water quality standards Other management actioms on Chapter } may also allow progress 
towards meeteng water quality but they address apecifx areas or require site epecifx assessment of effects 
om water quality 
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Table 3. SEORMP management actions (Chapter 3) that are directly related to or emphasize 
Standards for Rangeland Health (SRH, Table 2) and Watershed Conditions (Table | and 2) that 
affect water quality. The listed management actions apply throughout the SEORMP planning 
area and cither specifically require special management to improve or protect riparian and upland 
watershed conditions or emphasize improving or protecting native vegetation and natural values. 


SEORMP Managemest Obycctrve aad Actos & AnRA ARB ARC ARD <ARE <SRH 8 Wotershed Conditive 











Obyectrve | - Acton 3 x x x x 2 HA JIB JIC JID 
ORyective 2 - Action | x 2 HASIB IC ND 
ORyective 3 - Action | x x x x 2 HA JIB JIC UID 
RANGELAND VEGETATION 
Obyectrve | Acton 2 x x 13 =6LAJB IASB ICD 
ORyectrve | - Achon } x x 13 = LAJB IA SIBC ND 
Ob®yectrve |- Acton $ x x I AB 
POREST AND WOODLANDS 
Objective | - Action | x x x x 3 UB 
Obyectrve | - Acton 2 x x x x 35 AB 
Otyectrve 2 Acton | x x 23 Us 
Obyectrve 2 - 2 y x x x Ss Us 
Otyectrve 2 - Action 3 x x ¥ x x 12.3 lASB NAJIB SIC NID 
WATER RESOURCES AND RIPARIAN/WETLAND AREAS 
Obyectrve | - Acton | x 24 TASB NCHD 
x x x x 1234 tAJB ASB IICID 

Obyectrve 2 - Acton | x x 24 UANBNCND 

x ‘ x I2345 (AJB IASB IC ND 
FISH AND AQUATIC HABITAT 
Otyectrve | - Action 2 x 245 ARB NCND 

x x X tI2345 AJBRASB NCD 
WILD HORSES 
ORyectrve | - Action 2 x x x 123 lWAJBRASBNICND 
RANGELAND/CRAZING USE 
Otyectrve | - Action 2 . x x 123 tAJB NASB ICND 
RECREATION 
Otyectrve | Action 2 Xx x L2345 AJR RASENCND 








Element 4: Timeline for Implementation 


iinpiementanon of the SEORMP will begen when the thece Resource Management Plans and Records of 
Decimon are approved and will affect uses and acuviees over the next 20 years Most of the actrveues that 
affie = «.am Comdspon and water quality will be evaluated wethun te fir $-10 years of unplememanon 
Implementavon of management durectives to mect pian otyectives will occur mastially wrthen bagher 
pnonues arcas based upon umpul from the publi and bacal state and federal agencacs Managemen for 
several currently led 30d) streams has already been adjusted to umprove wateruhed condsvom of water 
quality 


Specefx umeframes for mectung tandards will be dependent upon stream segment and landscape prormtics 
Any use of actrviues on Public Land that presently or om the future will not lead to the attamnment of water 

qualsty standards, PFC. and RMOs m mpanan/wetland arcas (RCAs) will be adjusted to result mm improve. 

ments mm mecteng plan obyectrves and the beneficial uses of cach stream sysiem 


Element 5: Identification of Responsible 
Participants 


Respomuble partucspants im proposed WOMPs that embady Publi Lands or parvoms of Publi Land may 
mmc bude the BLM. other state and federal agencies. as necessary and willing private landowners withen the 
realm of each plan The level to which vanous publi and private participants enter mmto required roles. 
respomerts bites. and commuaments for WOMPs will be determined by land ownershrp and the poston and 
patiern of property wrthen the watershed or subvhasen the WOMP encompasses 


Element 6: Reasonable Assurance of 
Implementation 


The BLM 1s required to comply with the Clean Water Act and meet Oregon standards for water quality 
BLM comformance requirements with these standards for Publx Lands im luding the SEORMP planning 
area are renterated on the “Standards for Rangeland Health and Guidelines for Livestack Grazing Manage 
ment for Publx Lands Admomstered by the Bureau of Land Management in the States of Oregor and 
Washungton,” approved August 12, 1997. In addon, CPR 4180 2 ¢ states, “The authorized office: shall 
lake appropriate acvon as soon as practicable byt not later Gian the start of the neal grazing veer upon 
determenmng that existeng grazing management practices or levels of grazing use on publx = saaree 
significant factors om fashng to actueve the standards = made effective under this secuon” The BLM and 
the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality have also emered imo a Memorandum of Agreement 
April 1990. that provides a framework for the two agencies to cooperate on proyects of mutual concern to 
protect water quality statewide and to henefi the people of the Sue of Oregon ~ 


In addrtion to the CWA. other numerous laws regulations polwres and Executive Orders dorect BLM to 
manage {or water qualety ‘or the benefit of the nation and mts economnx social and recreational needs 


Water quality 1s not only emporant for henefx ial human uses but also for proper ecosystem function 
Management practices for grazing mining recreation forest and woodland praduct harvest. and other 
forms of surface drsturteng activites or vegetative management for restornng and marptarning water quality 
will be designed for healthy sustamnable and functional rangeland ecosystems Desered healthy and 

fum tonal ecosystems requeements are descrvhed on the Fundamentals of and Standards for Rangeland 
Healt 1997) and om the standards for aquatx /ripanan strategies om the An Assessment of be osystem 
Components on the Imenor Cotumtnas Basen and Porvons of the Klarmth and Great Basens | 997) 
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Element 7: Monitoring and Evaluation 


The SEORMP 1s an adapurve management straicgy. therefore. of monroring imdacaics thal progress 1 nat 
accurmng. cvabuzons will be conducted on carting setuaton and any required adjustments wil! be 
mmplememied to moct the otyecuves A mamsionng plan eel! be developed and mcarporsiod eto the 
approves SBORMP Recards of Deczwson to address the specefk otyectives. management dyrecuves and 
methasologecs 


Monnormng for WOMPs for cach seam watervhed of subbason will be dependent upon the msucs and 
protiems wentufied for that paruculas geograptu arca Petemtial monsorng parameters may he those that 
are sdenufied as “Potential Indscators” om the “Standards for Rangeland Health and Gusdelones for Live t 
Graneg Management for Publix Lands Acmumstered by the Burcas of Land Management op the Suites of 
Oregon and Washongton © The approach to monmanmng esi! be to monstoar to the mmtensety and frequen y 
needed to address cach lnsted segment on a Case by case bases 


Element 8: Public Involvement 


The SEORMP putin mvolvement pracess wil potentially satisfy requirements for publa mmvolvement on 
WOQOMP: The SEORMP 1s beong developed eth cooperation from the publ at scheduled public scopeng 
meetings and publa review This required NEPA process accurred pnor to and during the development of 
the SEORMP and provided the publx a platform to mput thes concerns and comments on resource msues 
and management otyectives 


irs the BLM 5 smtenmt that publ comments on the listed 30M d) streams the parameters of thes listing and 
any management measures whach address them wyl! serve as partial fulfillment of the publi comment 
requirement fora WOMP In addiuon to the mfarmaton given on thes SEORMP each segment will also he 
addressed by at leas! one other ste specif or geographuc: area NEPA document such as an environmental 
assessment. on which publx comment has been on evil have heen sol med hrs the BLM 5 oment that thes 
additional publ: Comment will parually fulfill the publ comment requiremem fora WQMP Any 
remamning measures or dacumentavon which may constitute the remanming sectvioms of the WOMP ei!! he 
sem directly to DEQ and will be open to publ comment through that agency 5 publ comment process 
DEQ 1 responsible for the final publi comment on amy WOMP of TMDL and may conduct further public 
mvolvement through thew own pracedures 


Element 9: Maintenance of Effort Over Time 


When the SEORMP 1s completed and the three Records of Decrsson are approved the mayority of the 
mmplementation acuons will cover a 20 year penad with a 10 year ume penod for WOMPs to be writen. 
approved and umplemented on streams on the 3O Md) list at the me bor any stream added two the 1) Kd) brs 
after the ROD(s). a WQOMP will be writen withen 10 years of the date of EPA's approval of the stream's 
addrvon to the st Whenever possible and practical WOMPs ell be developed that address several 
streams at a time and om bude streams that are not on the WOM d) best at the me of plan development Also 
WOMP planning efforts may be combined with other © ater quality planning efforts to avond dupli avon of 
effon and provide the most effective means of addressing water quality issues at the « atervhed « ale 


Implementation of the plans derectives ell Comtunue on all streams over the Ife of the plan 


Element 10: Discussion of Costs and Funding 


Cuaramee of Commiment to ovtyear budgets 1s not possible for the BLM he ause approprations and 
prontes are subject to annual Congressional acuon The BLM will make every aniempt to secure funding 
for uumplementanon of approved plans un hudeng monnonng and required proyects Depending upon the 
Respomeble Partx ipants BLM ell atemgt to develop ahernatives to secure needed fundeng im budding 
matotung funds and (ost sharing 








Appendix E 
Allotment Summaries 


Malheur Resource Arca of Vale District admenaters west grareng ertten | 2) alicoomenta Jordar 
Rescarce Arca of Vale Dostrict admemsters brwemact grarng wrtten 46 allcemen and Andrews Resource 
Area of Burns District admemesters bwestact grazing eviten 66 allcements Following s 3 summary of Oe 
current managemen for cat alloamen om budeng authorzed bwesca t grazeng ievels and managemen 
obyectives specefx to undivedual pastures “Addmonal Managemen ( onsaderauons enth lmplememauor of 
the Proposed RMP Ahernay ves” sdenufies known Comcerm wrthun cach alloument etch would be ad 
Gressod during the neni scheduled evaluapon/analyses of emplemematon of cxisteng acuvity plam of Ow 
development of new activity plans The lswng of resource concerm om cach allotment may nat be all 

om busewe as other sues erthen a grven alicement may be identified as onformation becomes svaslahle 
Impiementanon of appropnate management acuoms to emplement dec rons of the RMP and regronal 
Suandards and Guedelones for Rar geland Health at the alkemen sale wowld follow evaluaton/analysrs as 
summmansed on the adaptive management! pracess 





Sentara Orr poe Barsowrs Mamapemern Pian bmecrommernia imma tren 


Malbeur Resource Ares 

BOM elotrmer narne GOLDEN LACLE MINE ktm nari 108 
Managemen (srg c BLM aor 7% 
Norte of pasture ! Pree acres ioe 
AMP comperenerrtin’ No Seer acre © 
Sean une | ne foment Other | edere) ares © 
Actrwe AL Ms oo Tous! acres 2s 
Sumperndere 8 My © 

Tousl AUMs - 

FE asateng grarng managemen odyec ters 

( attendee Bltrmen wh ne managrrnet tye ly ve cde fed 

Addr ema managrmen -mphas« 

None 


Kadena managrmen Comsidersioms eth ompiementanor of proposed BMP sheremar vrs 
Fownge demand tor (FOF W ing came managemen obec tives murine! animals 


( ompewtrve tornge 
Surwner Orie demand (ALM) 
Chee 20 s 5 


Pronghorr 10 0 ' 
th 5 5 as 





Streams wrth brewer mparnan communmnes and DF water quality comsderstions Append [) Table 1) 2) 
Willow ( reet one idem fed water quality consderatins) 





BLM allotment name BRIDGE CREEK Allotment number 00109 
Management calcgory Cc BLM acres 40 
Number of pasture(s) i Private acres 520 
AMP unpicmented. No State acres 0 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs 4 Total acres 660 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs 0 

Existing grazing management obysctives 

Custodsa! allotment with no management objective identified 

Addstiona! management emphasis 

None 


Additional management considcrat’~~s with smplementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big garne management objectives (number of anumals), 


Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 35 5 9 


Pronghorn 0 0 0 
Eth 10 0 45 
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Southeas! Oregon Resource Management Plas / Environmenial Impact Siaiement 


BLM allownent narne RESERVOIR BUTTE Allotment number 0110 
Management category Cc BLM acres yee 
Number of pasture(s) 2 Private acres 9.261 
AMP implemented No State acres 617 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs 6! Total acres 14.564 
Suspended AUMs 121 
Total AUMs 182 
Existing grazing management objectives 


Custodial allotment with no management objective sdentified 


Additional managemerm emphacis 
None 


Addstonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 125 0 33 
Pronghorn 25 $0 29 
Ek 40 40 360 


Streams with known npanan communities and DEQ water quality considerations (Appendix D, Table D-2). 
Willow Creek (water quality assessment stream) 
Cow Creek (water quality lmsted stream) 





BLM allotment name LYMAN CREEK Allotment number 
Management Category Cc BLM acres 
Number of pasture(s) i Private acres 

AMP umpicmented No State acres 

Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 
Active AUMs 7 Total acres 
Suspended AL’Mis 0 

Total AUMs ? 

Exrstinmg grazing management objectives 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big garne management obyectives (number of aremals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer W inter demand (AUM) 
Deer 7$ 5 17 
Pronghorn 1s 0 12 


bik 5 0 23 
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BLM allotment naroc IRONSIDE MTN. WEST Aloumert muni: @O1i2 
Managemen! caicgory Cc BLM acres 1250 
Number of pasture’ 1) i Provate acres 3437 
AMP umpiememed No State acres 0 
Season of use U néefimed Other Feeders! acres 0 
Active AUMs 124 Total acres 4557 
Suspended A\'Ms 0 
Total AUMs 124 
Exrsteng grazing managemer! obyectrves 


( ustadia! allotment with no management objective idenufied 


Additional management emphasis 
Burn m | 994 par BLM 
New fence between FS and BLM 


Additional management consideratons with impliememation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODE W tig gare management objectives (number of anemals |. 





Competitive forage 

Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 7$ 5 17 
Pronghorn 0 0 0 
pik 25 0 113 


Srearns with known npanan commurunes and ObQ water quality conesderabons (Append [) Table 1) 2) 
Middle Fort Willow ( reek (no identified water quality considerations ) 








BLM alotmer narnec BOSTON HORSE CAMP Aluumen number 


Managemen (sicgor, Cc BLM acres 
Sumner of pastures) 1 Prewate acres 

AMP umpicmemed No State acres 
Season of use Undefined Orher § eders! acres 
Actrve AUMs 5) Total acres 
Suspended A\ Ms 162 

Tesal AUMs 245 

F xssting grazing managemenm objectives 


C ustadia! allotment with no management otyective denufied 


Additional managemern emphasis 
Sone 


Addmona! management Consideranons with implementation of proposed RMP ahernatives 
Forage dernand for ODE W big garae manag omen otyectives (nurmber of anemals). 


Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 





Pronghorn 0 0 0 
Em i$ i$ 135 





Soatheas: Oregon Re scwrt Mhanspemen Pian bevwronmenio impa ‘crm 


BLM alotmen name [IRONSIDE MTN. EAST Aluumen: numer wil 
Managereets Cairgory Cc BLM acres 2.122 
Sumber of pastuce st) ! Prowate acres 13960 
AMP umguemomes eo Saate acres © 
Season of use ( ndef med Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 14 Total acres 16,082 
Suspended Al Mi 0 
Total AUMs 140 
Earsteng grazing management otyec tives 


( ustadse! slhermen wrth no management udyectve dent fied 


Addstioma!l managemen emphasis 
None 


Addconal managemen Considerations eth implementation of proposed RMP ahemat ves 
Forage dermand for ODF W tug gare management obyect:ves (nurmber of anemals | 





Competirve forage 
Summer Wimmer demand (ALUM) 
Deer yoo $ 64 
Pronghorn $0 sO a 


3 


= 


Seearns wath known cpanan commmewtes and (water quality comasderamons | Apgende: [) Table [> 2) 
Bnidge ( reet (no identified water quality considerations | 


Special Suatus fish 
Kedhand tour 











BLM elotmenr name COW VALLEY 


Manageme (arg ry Cc 
Seurnher of pasturrs | j 
AMP conguemenmc’ Neo 
Season of vee Untefined 


Actrwe AUMs 4) 


Sumgeertedrd A) Ma 7 
Teosal AUMs we 


FE arsteng grazing Managemen ubyec Uves 


( wstedis! ellotmern ert neo management obec tee dentfied 


AGGe wma! Managemen crphasis 
“one 


AGdrona) Managemen Comderatons eh emplememation of proposed BMP ahernat ves 


Abutment nautuibe 


BLM acres 
Prewaie acres 
ane acres 
whet beders arr 


Tome acres 


Forage demand for OOF tng game managemen: ofyectrves (mumber of enemas) 





( ompettve forage 
Summer Womer demand (AUM) 
leer 200 23 ae 
Pronghorn $ 7S 7 
Em 180 $0 0 


Serearns wot known cpenan commmanme and 0) wae quality consderameme (Appemde: [) | atte [> 2) 


( ew ( reet (water quality assesement! stream) 


Appondwes 6! 





Soetheas: Ore pom Resour¢ Mamagemen Pia bevrmmenio ime Sure 


BUM eshotmer name EAST MOORES HOLLOW = Aliotmects sumer Wile 
Managemen (mirgory c BLM acres ae 
Surber of pasture 5) ! Prreme acres 445 
AMP emgieemerimet No Saar acres 0 
Season of use \ det umed Other Feeders! acres ™ 
Actrwe AUMs “4 T ma! acres 4%) 
Suapendec 4) Mi a 
Tous! AUMs 10 
E arstemg grazing managemen obyectves 


( wsnadie! slioamen er no managemen obmectve dent fed 


AG6cromal managemen emphasis 
None 


A4Grome! managemen Considerations with implementation of proposed BMP ahermanves 
Forage demand for (FOF W tng gare managemen! otyectives (murmher of anemals) 





Competitive forage 
Summemner Winter demand (AUM) 
Cheer 73 125 o 
Pronghorn 10 20 12 
ie 10 25 is 














BLM shotmet name MALHEUR RESERVOIR 4 hutrnere maser 
Managemen cairgory Cc BLM acres 
“umber of pastures) i Prevaue acres 
AMP wmgnememecc wo Suet acres 
Season of uae \ondet ued Other Federal acres 
Actrwe AUMs ” Tone! oven 
Suapended Al My 24 

Towa! AUMs he 

E arateng grazeng Managemen otyectrves 


( ustadia! slioemen © rth ne management cbyectve denifed 


Addmiona! Managemen cmphasn 
one 


Addmona! managemen Considerations eth impiementanon of proposed RMP ahernat ves 
Forage demand for ODF W Ing gare managemen otectives (murcher of anemals) 





Compeutrve forage 
Sumner Wimer demand (AM) 
Deer Ww 10 . 
Pronghorn 25 Bad) 29 


oo fk 


2.940 
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Senate (re pom Rescuers thameprmern Pua berets im rr 


BOM elownen nar LOST VALLEY ott nastier mire 
Managrmen argos c BLM acres ee 
Sunder of pasture 5 i Preegne acres S48) 
AMP regen’ Ne Stew acres 0 
Seam of uae (det ome CWther Federe acres © 
Actrve ALM - Tone! acrrs 6532 
Suapendnc 4° Uy 132 

Tow AUMs 290 

E arateng grazing managemers obyectrves 

( waned) sliotmen ert neo managemen obec ter went fd 

AGEr one Managemen erphasis 

None 


AAdoome Managemen Considerations et umpiememation of proposed BMP sherman ves 
Forage demand for OOF W ing gare managemen otyectrves (murnier of enemas) 


C ompeterve forage 
Sumner te Gemand (ALM) 





(hee as 5 1 


Pronghorn $ 0 ‘ 
th 10 9 as 








BLM elute nar BOSVELL SPRING 


Managemen:  mrgory Cc 
Sure of pasture ! 
AMP emquememert Ne 
Season oO! use (det med 
Actrwe AUMs Ww 

ww 

120 


Suapended 4) Ma 
Tema! AUMs 


F nesteng grazing Managemen ubyec trees 


( usterdhe) elictmen © rth ne managemer ubyec ton dent fed 


AGde wma! Managemen compari 
Marmar cooingn a Condition 


KAdmiema! Managemen Considerations eth enplemenianer of proposed BMP ehernatves 


.utreets murnher 


BLM acres 
Prewete acres 
wae acres 
Other | edere! acres 


Tote acres 


Forage demand for COR W tng gare managermen otmectives (nummer of anemals | 


Competitive forage 
demand (ALM) 





Deer « 
Pronghorr 5 
ta 1s 


Serearne e10 Enowr cpenar commmunmes and EC) water quality comasderanems (Agqende [) Tabite [> 2) 


8 
$ 
135 


Willow ( reet (water qualiry essesermen’ stream eater quality lemedted strearr | 


( ow ( Peet (water quality assesemmen stream) 


San 


Arqends es 6% 





Seecteras: Orr poe has: Mhanegemern Pua tr erimmetnia Ima irr 


BLOM shotmer nem MIDDLE WILLOW CREEK Alioumen sumber oi?! 
Managemen (sirgory Cc SLM aces av” 
“ume of pasture t) j Preegae acres 20 
AMP omgueemenaire Ne ae acres 7 
Seasem of use onde cnet (ithe Feeders acres 0 
Acre Als as Toma! acres 2.7% 
Suapenanc 4 Me © 
Tema! AUMs as 
FE armteng graring managemen otyectves 


( waters sllaumen er ne managrrnern ntwecten dew fwd 


Aor ome! managrmen cophas:s 
“one 


Addriema. managemen: Comsderanons ert empk menianor of proposed BMP ahernar ves 
Forage demand tor O08 W tng game managemen: otyectices mune of anomais | 


( ompewtve forage 
Surnenet Winter demand (AL) 
vw 10 , 





Deer 
Pronghorn 25 10 21 
th 








BOM elotmern nan 


Manageme  sirgory 
Nee! peste 5 


AMP sergner erine 


c 

| 

Ne 

Seance of use (nde? nee 


Actwe AUMs 
Sumpervdee 4° My 
Towa! ALMs 


bo seateng gracing managrenern cies trees 


( uated.e! sliotmer © me manager obec ter dented 


AG) Crone) managemen cenghasis 
Nome 


RASC me management (onsderstioms orth rmgiemeniator of proposed BAAP ahern ors 


6 agree nase 


BOM ares 
Prewgae acres 
awe acres 
Other | edere acres 


Tom! acres 


Forage demand for (KOF WB ing gare managrmen ofwectices mumiher of amemels | 


Compe vive forage 
Gemand (A\'™M) 





e &2 


2 
2 
oe 


6” 





Senecreres (tor pom Bases Mamegromern Mum fmol Om a 


BM elocnmerte nate wR? CALCH stron ree 12) 
Manegrmen merger: c BOM ares ees 
Sunwear of paste ! Prewane acres 12% 
LP rerguee creer Ne Sawer ares ¢ 
eo ome tear t vrand, (Whe Feder ares 17 
Notrwe Ale im Teas! acres aes 
Svamperented 4 Was 22 
Toul AUMs 14a 
Fn eateng grazeng managrrnen cine Vers 


Sore peshers (amine prevew land and art manage usiele wrth he manager cient eden Sond 


MAdt ome managrerers Cmphasis 
Nome 


MAder ome managremen comaderstioms et anpiemenianoe of promemed BMP ahernan ors 
F owege demand fer IOF  ng gerne managrrnern rire t wes murine of mmerne is. 


( ompervnrve forage 
Serene Ld demand (AM) 
2 
1 
1” 





Le 
Prong tiers 0 20 
w 





BLM allotment name BRIDGE GULCH Allotment number 
Management caicgory Cc BLM acres 
Nurniber of pasture(s) 1 Private acres 

AMP implemented No State acres 

Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 
Active AUMs 169 Total acres 
Suspended AUMs 19 

Total AUMs 4hs 

Exrsteng grazing management objectives 


Custodial allotment with no management objective identified 


Additional management emphasis 
Masntain the integrity of research and study plots 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODE W big game management objectives (murnber of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 75 125 4% 
Pronghorn 10 20 i 
Elk 5 0 1$8 


5.789 


Append es 
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Southeas! Oregon Resource Managemen: Pian / Environmenial Impact Sisiemen: 


BLM allotment name PHIP?PS CREEK WEST Allotment number oo125 
Management Caicgory Cc BLM acres 1,732 
Nurnber of pasture’ s) ! Prrvate acres 1404 
AMP iumpiememed No State acres 0 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs iS$ Total acres iM 
Suspended ALM: 0 
Total AUMs 15S 
Exrsteng grazing managemen objectrves 


( ustadial allotment with no management objective identified 


Additional manager ent emphasis 
leprove the ecological condition of upland vegetative Communities 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig game managernent objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 0 40 16 
Pronghorn 25 40 27 
Eh 5 15 90 


Svrearns with known npanan communes and DEQ water quality considerabons (Appenda [1 Table [> 2). 
Phipps ( reck (no identified water quality considerations) 





BLM allotment name THORN FLAT Alatmem number 
Management! caicgory “ BLM acres 
Number of pasturet s) 2 Provate acres 

AMP umpiemented 198) State acres 

Season of use 0401 1031 Othe: Federal acres 
Active AUMs 987 Total acres 
Suspended AL Ms 0 

Total AUMs 987 

E xrsteng grazing management otyectrves 


Improve the ecological condston of upland vegetative Communities 


Additional management crphas's 
None 


Additional management considerations with umplementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODE W big garne management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer W imter demand (AUM) 
Deer $0 $0 23 
Pronghorn 35 35 ‘4 


Elk 5 25 135 


4049 
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Southeasi Oregon Resource Managerent Plan / ba vironmenial legac i Siaiemen 


BLM alictmemt narnc CHALK BUTTE Allotment number @oi28 
Management calcgory c BLM acres any 
Number of pastureis) j Private acres 1680 
AMP iumpiermentec No State acres 0 
Season of use Undcfined Other Federal acres Cc 
Active AUMs 65 Total acres 2,149 
Suspended AL'Ms 0 
Total AUMs 65 
Exrsteng grazing manager mt objectives 


Custodial allotment with no management objective identified 


Additional management emphasis 
Improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative Communities 


Addstional management consideratons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big garne management obyectives (number of animals). 


Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AM) 
Deer 10 1s 6 


Pronghorn 1$ 25 16 
Elk 0 0 0 
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BLM allotment narne DRY GULCH Aljlotment murmiber ool29 
Managemen Calegory Cc BLM acres 902 
Number of pastures) i Private acres 1ii4 
AMP umpicmented No State acres 0 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs 62 Total acres 2016 
Suspended AUMs 7 

Total AUMs 140 


Existing grazing management obyectrves 
Custodial allotment wnh no management objective identified 


Additional management emphasis 
None 


Additional managernent considerations with implementation of propored RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODE W big game management objectives (number of anumals). 





Compettive forage 
Summer W inter demand (AUM) 
Deer 15 25 9 
Pronghorn $ 0 a 


Eu 5 $ 45 


Appendices - 73 





Seusheas! Oregon Resource bhanapemen Pian) bavcrommenia Imp) \crmen 


BLM slictmen name MALHEUR CITY Altern number ao! 
Managemen (aiegory “ BLM acres Lie? 
Number of pastures) 1 Prewate acres 2% 
AMP umpiememed 1987 Seame acres 

Season of use 0401 1031 Other Feders! acres 

Active AUMs 289 Total acres 142) 
Suspended Al Ms ” 

Total AUMs 328 

Eassteng grazing managemenm objectives 

Improve the ecologia! condmon of upland vegetative (Communstics 

Additional management crmphasi: 

None 


Additional management considerations with umplementation of proposed RMP ahernatives 
Forage dernand for ODE W tig game management objectives (number of anemals) 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 20 $ $ 
Pronghorn 1$ w 17 
ch 10 10 99 


Swearns with known nanan communmes and DEQ water quality considerations (Appendi [) Table [) 2) 
Shasta Gulch (no identified water quality considerations ) 
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BLM el oemerm name BALDY MOUNTAIN Alownen numer 
Managrmocm (sicgory v BLM acres 
‘Sumber of pasturr +) ! Prewate acres 

AMP ompicmemed we? State acres 
Seascm of use 040! 103! Other beders! acres 
Actrve AUMs $20 Total acres 
Suspended Al Ms 0 

Total ALMs $20 


E arsteng grazeng management objec trves 
Improve the ec obogn al Condrior of upland vegetative (ommunmes 


Additions! managemen! crphasis 
te 


Addrtnma! management comiderations with umplementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODE W tig game cnanagement ofyectives (murmber of animals) 





(Competitive forage 
Surnmer Wiomter demand (AUM) 
Deer 7$ 5 17 
Pronghorn 25 1s 22 


rh 25 25 225 
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Seetheas! Orr pom Rasoer¢ thanagrmern Pian becorommenia imp urmen 


BUM elotmnenm name BULLY CREEK Alwament mumibecr e132 
Managemen cargo “M BLM acres S095 
‘Sumiber of pastures) ! Prowme acres 7281 
AMP umgiememed 1982 Sumte acres 0 
Seaser of use 1or1s-04'15 Other Feeders! acres 482 
Actrve AUMs vm Total acres 125s 
Suapended Al Ms 0 
Tosal AUMs ome 
E arsteng grazing Managemen: ofyectrves 


Maran engrove the quality of deet antelope winter range 


Addsroma) managemen emphasis 
Nome 


Additional management conside shons eith umplementation of proposed RMP ahernat ves 
Forage demand for ODE W tig game management objectives (number of anema!s). 


Competitive forage 
Summer Woemter demand (AUM) 





rh 5 


Srrearms wth known npanian communes and DEQ water quality conmderanons (Apmende [) Table [> 2) 
Bully Creet (water quality assessment stream water quality limited stream) 
Bully Creek Reservow (water quality assessment stream ) 








BLM alictmets 1 are KIVETT Aloumert number 
Managemen (sicgory c BLM acres 
‘Nurnber of pastures) i Prrvete acres 

AMP umpiememes eo Sumte acres 
Season of use Undefmed Other F eders! acres 
Actrve AUMs 26 Total acres 
Suspended Al Ms 20 

Total AUMs “ 

E arsteng grazing Managemen otyectrves 


( ustadia! allotment with no management obyective dent fied 


Addriona!l management cmphasis 
None 


Additional management (onsiderations with umplementation of proposed RMP ahernatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig gare management objectives (number of anrmals) 





Compettrve forage 
Summer Womter demand (AUM) 
Deer 80 5 12 
Pronghorn 5 0 4 
Eh i$ 0 6h 
Specis! Status fish 





Seatheas: Orr pom Resoer¢ thanagrmrn Piae beorommernia ime orm 


BLM eloamer name JUNIPER MOUNTAIN Almere numer iM 
Managemen cairgory c BLM acres " 
‘Sumber of pastures. ! Prewane acres 2 262 
AMP umpiememn’ No Sue acres 0 
Season of uae | net ened Other F eders! acres © 
Actrve AUMs 126 Tonal acres 10% 
Suspended A Ms 0 
Total AUMs 126 
E arsteng grazing Managemen obyectrves 


( ustadia! sliotmenm eth no management obec tive Wentifed 


Additional management! emphasis 
Nome 


Additional muUAagement Considerations eth umplementation of proposed RMP shemat ves 
Forage demand for ODE W big game management objectives (number of anemals) 


C ompettrve forage 
Surnener Wonter demand (AM) 





Pronghorn 5 0 + 
Eh 1S i$ 135 





BLM shotrme name DEV CREEK INDIVIDUAL = =—s_ Alioumers netber Go 3s 
Managrmet ( sicgory c BLM aren 20 
Nuria of pester s 2h Prewate acres 2420 
AMP egnemermerc eo Sua acres i] 
Seasem of une Undefined COtther | eders! acres i) 
Acuwe ALUMs 0 Tome! acres an” 
Sumprmded A) Ma 18! 
Tonal AUMs he 
E aesteng grazing managemen obec tives 


( wstedia! alicement with ne management obec true weet fed 


Addmrona! managemen compas. 
None 


Addriomal managemen considerations eth empliememanon of proposed BMP sherman ves 
Forage demand tor (KOF W tng gare management! obectives (mumnber of animals) 





Competitrve forage 
Sumner Womer demand (ALM) 
Deer © 100 5 
Pronghorn 1s 25 16 
Eh 1s w 203 
Special Status plants 
Malheur forget me not 





heectere (Me poe Bases thamcprmrn Pus Emoormmrnic bi urn 


BLM eleotmerte ner KING FIELD IND tree nase @ 
Managrmet sirgor c BLM acres | oes 
Seurnher of pasturr +) j Prewete acres aon 
RP regener’ we Slate ares 0 
Sooner of uae ondet red Otther F egere) acres 0 
Aotrwe AU Ms 6! Toke mores 6 Ue 
Sempornded 4| Ms $$ 
Tee AlMs ie 
F arateng gracing managrmnet cdyec tiers 


( wetewde) elliot we fh ne managrmen obec ter dem fed 


AAdr ome Managemen emphasis 
Nee 


RAS ema Managemen Considerations e rth ompiemen anon of proposed BMP sherman ves 
Forage demand for 10 W ing gare managemen ote t ves mune of amemals) 





Competarve tor age 
Suenener Woemwer demand (41) — 
Deer “ 1o6 33 
Pronghorn 10 1s i 
ra 5 5 4s 
Specie! Status plants 
Malheur forges me ner 











BOM placetrverte carne PuIrrs CREE @) laments master 
Managrmen osirgery c BM mm ves 
“Sure of peatasn + ! Prewgte acres 
AMP emngurmwmnrd Ne Sate acres 
Seaaot of wae | phen? erent (Wher Feeders arr 
Mctrwe ALM 35 Toma! acres 
Suapended 4) My a 

Tews! AL Ms be 

Ta esteng grazing management dye tees 


( este) a kmenere © rt he Managemen omer tee eden fod 


Addr wma managrmen cmphasis 
Nome 


Addrieme! managemen (omsderations eth plememianen pcg <d EMP piternar ves 
Forage demand for CIF tng game managrren ote ces murnier of aromas) 








C ompetrve forage 
Semnener Woes demand (AM) 
(heer ‘4 106 32 
Prom phew 10 0 7 


ih 5 25 135 
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Southeast Oregon Resource Managemen Plan / Environmenial Impact Siatemeni 


BLM allotment name BOULDER CREEK Allotment number 
Management category Cc BLM acres 
Number of pasture(s) i Private acres 

AMP implemented No State acres 

Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 
Active AUMs 31 Total «res 
Suspended AUMs $3 

Total AUMs a4 

Existing grazing management objectives 


Custodial allotment with no management objective identified 


Additional management emphasis 


None 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for GDF W big garne management objectives (number of animals). 


Competitive forage 





Summer W inter demand (AUM) 
Deer 70 $ 16 
Pronghorn 1S 0 12 
Elk 25 25 225 


Streams with known npanan communites and DEQ water quality consideranons (Appendix D, Table D-2), 


Milk Ranch Boulder Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 
Mill Boulder Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 
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BLM allotment name PHIPPS CREEK (N) Allotment number 00139 
Management category M BLM acres 711 
Number of pasturcis) 2 Private acres 2.572 
AMP unpicmented No State acres 0 
Season of use 0401-1031 Other Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs 734 Total acres 6 283 
Suspended AUMs $0 

Total AUMs 784 


Existing grazing management objectives 


Improve the ecological cond:on of upland vegetative communitics 


Additional management cmphasis 


None 


Additional management considerations with umpliementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals) 


Competitive forage 





Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer $0 100 1s 
Pronghorn 1S 0 17 
bik 1S 25 180 


Svreams with known mpanan communes and DEQ water quality consxterahons (Append: D. Table D-2) 
Phipps Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 
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Southeast Oregon Resource Management Plan / Envircamenial Impact Statement 


BLM allotment name ALDER CREEK Allotment numbcr 00143 
Management category Cc BLM acres 124) 
Number of pasture(s) 5 Private acres 35 
AMP smpiemented No State acres 0 
Season of use 0401-1031 Other Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs 198 Total acres 4376 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs 1o8 


Existemg grazing management objectives 


Custodsal allotment with no management objective identified 


Additional management emphasis 


Improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative communtiies 


Additional management considcrations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big garmmc management objectives (number of animals) 


Competitive forage 





Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 20 s s 
Pronghorn 15 0 12 
Elk 2s 25 225 
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BLM allotment name COW CREEK Alictment number 00144 
Managemen: category C BLM acres 2 as 
Number of pasture(s) I Private acres 4 766 
AMP wmpliemented No State acres 0 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 112 Total acres 7.617 
Suspended AUMs 218 

Total AUMs 330 


Exrsteng grazing management objectives 


Custodial allotment with no management objective identified 


Additional management emphasis 


None 


Additional management consideratons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals). 


Competitive forage 





Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 75 25 22 
Pronghorn 25 25 24 
Elk 15 15 135 
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Southeast Oregon Resource Managemen Plan / Environmental Impact Siatemeni 


BLM allotment narnc BRIDGE CREEK EAST Allotment number 00145 
Management category C BLM acres 952 
Number of pasture(s) 2 Private acres 7,586 
AMP mmnplemented No State acres 0 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs 78 Total acres £538 
Suspended AUMs 87 

Total AUMs 165 


Exrsting grazing management objectives 
Custod:a! allotment with no management objective identified 


Additional management emphasis 


None 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RM? alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big garne management objectives (number of animals). 


Competitive forage 





Summer W inter demand (AUM) 
Deer 95 10 22 
Pronghorn 5 0 : 
Elk 25 5 135 


Sveams with known mpanan communes and DEQ water quality consideratons (Appendix D. Table D-2) 
Willow Creek (water quality assessment stream) 
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BLM allotrnent name ELDORADO CREEK Allotment number GO | 464 
Management category c BLM acres 354 
Number of pasture(s) Private acres 123 
AMP impiemented No State acres 0 
Season of use Undefined Other Foderal acres 0 
Active AUMs 31 Total acres | 477 
Suspended AUMs 29 

Total AUMs 60 


Exrsteng grazing management objectives 


Custodial allotment with no management objective identified 


Additional management emphasis 


None 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of annals) 


Competitive forage 





Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 20 5 5 
Pronghorn 1$ 0 17 
Elk 10 10 90 
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Southeast Oregon Resource Management Plan / Environmenial Impact Siaiemeni 


BLM allotment narne QUARRY Allotment number 10147 
Management category Cc BLM acres 9 
Number of pasture(s) I Private acres KO 
AMP unpiemented No State acres 0 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs 2 Total acres 1S9 
Suspended AUMs 13 

Total AUMs 1s 


Existing grazing management obyectives 
Exclusion of lrvestock grazing 15 a proposed action of the SEORMP 


Additional management ermphas:s 
Thus 1s not a grazing allotrnent (the 40-acre parce! 1s wethen a Federal Aid Maternal Sac nght-of-way) 


Additonal management considerations with umplementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig garne management objectives (number of animals). 


Competitive forage 





Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer $ 0 
Pronghom 0 0 0 
Elk 0 











BLM allotment narne BROGAN CANYON Allogment numiber 00148 
Managemen! category I BLM acres 2116 
Number of pastureis) 5 Private acres Lis 
AMP umnpicmemied 1992 State acres 0 
Season of use 0401-1015 Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs OO Total acres 4274 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs dol) 


Exrsteng grazing management obyectrves 


Masta improve the condition of mpanan vegetatrve Communrtics 


improve the ecological condmon of upland vegetative communities 


Additional management ermphasis 


None 


Addmonal management considerations with mmplementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig garne management obyectrves (number of animals). 





Appemaac es 


Competitrve forage 
Summer W inter demand (AUM) 
Deer 25 7$ 23 
Pronghorn 25 25 24 
Ek 5 20 113 


Srrearns woth known mpanan communvtes and DEQ water quality consderahons (Append D Table D2) 
Willow Creek (water quality assessment stream. water quality bmrted stream) 
Basin Creck (no identified water quality considerations ) 


Appencces #9 





Southeast Oregon Resource Managemen Pian Exvironmenial impact Siatemen 


BLM allotmcm name WHEEL CULCH A lotment numer 1 49 
Managemen category c BLM acres “et 
Number of pastures) Prevate acres : 
AMP omplememted No State acres 

Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 22 
Active AUMs SO Tota! acres wri 
Suspended ALMs 32 

Total AUMs &) 


Exrsteng grazing management objectives 
Custodial allotment with nc management obyectrve identified 


Adéstional management cmphasis 
‘one 


Addrtioaal management comuderatons with implementation of proposed RMP alternat:. cs 
Forage demand for ODF W tig garne management otyectives (murnber of anrmals) 


Competitrve forage 





Summe- Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 25 $0 17 
Pronghorn 5 is ? 
Ek 0 0 0 
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BLM allotment narnc BUTTERFIELD SPRING Allotment nurriher mis 

Managemen category c BLM acres “94 
Nurmiber of pastures) Private acres + 649 
AMP wmpiememed No State actes ot 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 

Actrve AUMs ”9 Total acres 9 660 
Suspended ALM: s 

Total AUMs ‘4 


E nostemg grazemg management otyectrves 
( ustadia! allotment wrth no management objectrve identified 


Additiona! management crephasis 


Ne wie 


Additional management comuderations with mmplementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODE W tig game management otyectrves (number of animals ) 


Competitrve forage 





Summer W enter demand (ALM) 
Deer 90 175 62 
Pronghorn 10 $s 1 
Eh 10 10 90 


Special Status plants 
Malheur forget me not 
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Seutheas! Oregon Resource Manager Pian Ervcommenia Impai Sicsemen 


BLM gliotmen name CANYONS CREEA A jotmen mumbe . 
Managemen cair gory c BLM acres } 
Nurnber of pasture: 5) Prevate actes ‘op 
AMP impiemomed ‘o State actes 
Seasom of ue l ndefimed Other Federal! actes 
Actrve ALUMs ss Total acres 4+ 
Suspended ALMs 25 

Total AL™s ie 


E ursteng grarimg managemen otyectrves 
(C umtadsa! allotrment erth no management otvectrve identified 


Addémona! managemem cmphasis 
Marmam ecological comdémon 


Addmonal management comsderatioms arth implementation of praposed RMP ahernatry es 
Forage demand for ODF W tng gare management otvectrves (murnber of anemals) 


( ormpetitrve forage 





Surnmer W omter demand (AU'M) 
Deer $0 $0 2 
Pronghorn ‘ ‘ ‘ 
a > 20 13 
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BLM allotmen name CANAI A atmen murnict 1s) 
Managemen Category ‘ BLM acres ay 
Nurnher of pastures Provete acres - 
AMP wenpiememed Ne State acres 

Season of use l ndef ined Onther F edera! actes - 
Actrve ALM 6 Total acres 64 
Suapended Al My 4 

Total AL™s $) 


: irsteng graring anagemenm otyectrves 


( ustadia! allotrnecrs wrth no managemem obyectrve identified 


Addrticma!l managemen crnphaci 


None 


Addrtional management comsideratioms eth mmplememation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tug garne managemen otmectrves (murmber of anemals | 


( ompetetrve forage 





Surnener W emter demand (ALM) 
Deer 1S s 12 
Pronghorn 0 0 0 
rh 0 0 0 
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Southeast Ore pom Resource hanapemen Piar  bevorommernia impo 


BLM alloemen name SOUTH WILLOW CREEK 


Management cairgory . 
‘urntx of pastures) 
AMP ompiememed ‘o 
Season of use L mdef med 
Actrve AUMs aS 
Suapended ALM: 0 
Total AUMs a 


E ureteng grarimg management otyectrves 


( ustadia! slleemern wrth no management cotyectrve identified 


ASdrncma!l managemenm crrphasi 


Nome 


Siewmen 


A otmen murwher 153 


BLM acres 
Prevate actes 
Sule are 


Orthet F eders! acres 


Tota! acres as 


A4darcmal management comsderatoms @ ith omplementation of praposed RMP ahematves 
Forage demand for (YDF W tug game management otpectives (number of anemals | 


( ormpetitrve forage 





Summer Woomter demand (ALM) 
Deer 73 7 
Pronghorn 0 0 
th 20 © 





Arey Ms ¢ 1 





BLM slhotrnecm narnc SHASTA BSLTTE ‘ kere! marie 
*o- agemenm Caiegory Bl M mre ws 
Nurnher of pasture » Prewate acres > 
AMP impicmemed Ne Sue are 

Season of use ndct mod Other Feders! acres 

Actrve ALMs Z Tota! acres hhe 
Suspended Al Ms . 

T otal ALM ; 


E ursteng grazing management obyectrves 


( ustadha! allotment erth no management obectrve dentrfied 


Additions! management crop hase 


Nowe 


Adértiona! management comsideratioms eth mmpiementation of praposed RMP ashernatrves 


Forage demand for ODF W tig game management otectrves (murmber of anrma)s | 


( ormpetitrve forage 





Summer Winter demand (ALM) 
Deer 40 10 T 
Pronghorn 4 e 0 
ii 5 45 225 


Srearns wth knows mmanan communmes and Of) water quality comaderatoms (Apmendm [) | ate [> >) 
Shasta (ruich (no identified water quality « omssderations ) 


Arperdwes 9% 





Southeas! Oregon Resource Management Plan / Exvironmenial Impact Siaiemeni 


BLM allotment narnc AGENCY MOUNTAIN Allotment number 0016! 
Management category I BLM acres 4,149 
Number of pasture(s) $ Private acres 3,185 
AMP implemented No State acres 0 
Season of use 0401-1031 Other Federal acres 579 
Active AUMs: 1,400 Total acres 6.213 
Suspended AUMs 0 
Total AUMs 1,400 
Existing grazing management objectives 


Improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative communites 
Custodial allotrnent with no management objective identified 


Additional management emphasis 
None 


Additional mana~-ment consideratons with implementation of proposed RMP alternztives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 92 117 48 
Pronghorn 25 0 20 


Elk 28 30 262 


Seams with known npanan communites and DEQ water quality consderat~ns (Appendix D, Table D-2). 
North Fork Malheur River (water quality assessment stream) 


Special Status fish 
Bull trout 
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BLM allotment name CALF CREEK Allotment number 00162 
Management category | BLM acres 18,381 
Number of pasture(s) 7 State acres 0 
AMP unpiemented No Private acres 2,033 
Season of use 03/01-10/31 Otter Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs 1,793 Total acres 20,414 
Suspended AUMs 0 
Total AUMs 1,793 
Existeng grazing management objectives 


Mazrtaim/ improve the qualsty of deer antelope winter range 

Maintain Improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative communities 
Masntam smprove the condition of mpanan vegetative communstes 
Custodial allotment with no management objective identified 


Additional management emphasis 
None 


Additional management consideratons with unplementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big garne management objectives (murmber of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 9! 116 47 
Pronghorn 0 0 0 


Elk 28 30 262 


Svrearns with known npanan communites and DEQ water quality considerations (Appenda D Table D-2), 
Warm Springs Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Cave Canyon (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Calf Creek (water quality assessment stream) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 





Southeas! Oregon Resource Managemen: Plan / Environmenial lmpact Siaiemeni 


BLM allotment name LOCKHART MOUNTAIN Allotment number 00224 
Management category c BLM acres 1 S8s 
Numbcr of pasture(s) ] Private acres 3,668 
AMP implemented No State acres 0 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs 214 Total acres $256 
Suspended AUMs 0 
Total AUMs 214 
Exr:sting grazing management objectives 


Additonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig gare management objectives (nurnber of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 7S 10 is 
Pronghorn 1$ 0 12 
Elk 1s 0 68 


Svrearns with known npanan communities and DEQ water quality considerahons (Appendix D, Table D-2). 
Little Malheur River (water quality assessment stream) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 

















BLM allotrnent narne CHUKAR PARK Allotment nurnber 
Management category Cc BLM acres 
Number of pasture(s) i Private acres 

AMP mnpliemented No State acres 

Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 
Active AUMs 35 Total acres 
Suspended AUMs 70 

Total AUMs 105 

Exrstung grazing management objectives 


Custodial allotment with no management obyective identified 


Additiona] management emphasis 
None 


Additional management considcrabons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Surnmer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 25 7$ 23 
Pronghorn 2s 0 20 


Elk i$ 1s 135 


Svreams with known npanan communites and DEQ water quality consideranons (Appendix D. Table D-2). 


North Fork Malheur River (water quality assessment stream, water quality limited stream) 


00225 


1,355 
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Southeas! Oregon Resourne Management Plan / Environmenial lmpact Siaiemeni 


BLM allotment narne COTTONWOOD CREEK Allotrnent nurnibcr 00226 
Management category Cc BLM acres aS) 
Number of pasture(s) j Prevate acres 957 
AMP implemented No State acres 

Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 

Active AUMs 6k Total acres 1810 
Suspended AUMs 124 

Total AUMs 192 

Exrstong grazing management objectives 


Custodial allotment with no management objective identified 


Additional management emphasis 
None 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big garne management objectives (number of anemals ), 


Competitive forage 





Surmmer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 25 $ 6 
Pronghom 10 0 8 
Elk 1s 10 113 


Seeams with known mpanan commurutes and DEQ water quality consderahons (Appendia D. Table D-2). 
Cottonwood Creek (water quality assessment stream) 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
On Mountam (Alternatives C, D) 








BLM allotment narne WESTFALL Allotrnem number 
Management category Mi BLM acres 
Number of pasture(s) ] Provate acres 

AMP implemented 1990 State acres 

Season of use 0401-1031 Other Federal acres 
Active AUMs 327 Total acres 
Suspended ALUMs 0 

Total AUMs 327 

Existeng grazing management obyectrves 


Marr an the ecological condition of upland vegetative communstes 


Additional management er phasis 
None 


Addstional management considerabons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big gare management objectives (murmber of annals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 7$ 2s 22 
Pronghorn $ $ 4s 
Elk 10 20 135 


Srrearns with known mpanan communtes and DEQ water quality commderahons (Appenda D. Table D-2). 
Clover Creek (water quality assessment stream) 


Appemasc es 
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Southeast Oregon Resource Managemen Pian / Ee vrommerial bmp act Siaiemeni 


BLM allotment name SCRATCH POST BUTTE Allotment nurmiter oo228 
Managemen caicgory Cc BLM acres 1o13 
Number of pasture: 5) I Provate acres £54) 
AMP impiememed o State acres is 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 132 Total acres 9.713 
Suspended AL™Ms 0 
Total AUMs 132 
Exrsteng grazing management otyectrves 


Cumadia! allotmer wrth no management objective identified 


Additional management ermphasis 
None 


Addmona!l management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig game management otyectrves (murmber of animals) 





Compettrve forage 
Surmmer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 65 1$ 17 
Pronghorn 25 0 20 
Eh ud) 0 770 
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BLM allotment narne ROAD GULCH Alwtment number 00229 
Managemen category c BLM acres 1366 
Nurber of pasture 5) I Provate acres 229% 
AMP umpicmemed No State acres 3570 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 12 Tota! ucres 7,332 
Suspended Al Ms 0 

Total AUMs 12 


Earsteng grazing management objectives 
Custadia! allotmem with no management obyective identified 


Additional management emphasis 
Marmam ecological condmon 


Additona! management considerations with implememation of proposed RMP ahi-rmatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig garne management obyectrves (mumber ¢{ anemals). 








Competitive forage 
Summer Wier demand (AUM) 
Deer 25 5 6 
Pronghorn 5 $ 5 
Eh 5 10 i) 
Within bighorn sheep range 
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Somsteast Ore pom Resource Manspemen: Pian brvsrommenial lmpa | airmen 


BLM allotment name WEST GREOGON CANAL Alormers: murnber oo) 0 
Managemen cairgor) c BLM acres ou 
Number of pasture: 5) | Prewate acres ves 
AMP mmpiememed 0 State actes 6 
Scasom of use | ndefimes Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs “a Total acres 1403 
Suspended Al'Ms 0 
Total AUMs “ 
Exrsting grazing management obyectrves 


C ustadsa! alioemnent with no management otvectrve identi fied 


Additions! management crphasis 
Marmarm ecological condmon 


Additonal management comsderatons with mmplementation of proposed RMP ahernatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tng gare management objectives (nurmber of anemals) 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 1s $ ‘ 
Pronghorn 5 0 4 


Eh 0 0 0 











BLM aliotmem name SOUAW BUTTE Allotmerrt number 


Managemen catrgory c BLM acres 
Nurmbber of pasturcis) } Provate acres 

AMP umpiememed o State acres 

Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 
Actrve AUMs 3S Total acres 
Suspended ALM: 32 

Total AUMs 67 

E xrsteng grarimg Managemen obyectrves 


Custadia! alloemem with no management obyectrve identified 


Additional management emphasis 
None 


Additonal management considerations with mmplementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig gare management objectives (mumber of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Wimer demand (AUM) 
Deer 25 5 6 
Pronghorn 5 0 4 


Eh 10 0 45 


Sirearns woth known nanan communes and DEQ water quality consderahors (Appends 1) Table D2). 
| etthe Malheur River (water quality assessment stream) 


Specia! Status fish 
Redband trout 





os 


‘ 


Scmteas! Ore pom Resource thanspomen Pian bevorommenial lmpat Suomen 


BLM aliowmen name POST CREEK Allogmert numer woes 
Managemen caicgory c BLM acres £16 
‘Sumber of pasture 5) } Prrwate acres 429) 
AMP umpiernemed No Ste acres 0 
Seasum of use  indefied Other Feeders! acres 0 
Actrve AUMs ” Total acres $108 
Suspended ALM: 222 
Total AUMs 320 
E xisteng graring management otyectrves 


Custadia! allotment with no management otyectrve identified 


Additions! management emphasis 
‘None 


Addmonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tng garne management obyectrves (number of animals) 


Competitrve forage 





Eh 10 0 4s 











BLM aliotmere name HARPER 4 hotmete numer 
Managemen catcgory i BLM acrcs 
‘Nurmther of pastures 1 | t Prevate acters 

AMP onmicmemed ro Sune acres 
Season of use 0491 10131 Other F eders! acters 
Actrwe AUMs i Total acres 
Suspended Al Ms Lin 

Tous! AUMs son 

[ arsteng grazing management obyectrves 


Marmam engrove the Candmon of mpanan vegetative (ommunnirs 
Marmam engrove the ccotogx a! Condmem of upland vegetative communtiies 
Preaect facsimes through brvestact en: buss 


AGdtiomai management conphasis 
Camp Creek Group WSAs 


Addrtional management Comaiderations sith omplementation of proposed RMP ahemat ves 
Forage demand for OOF W tug game management otyectrves (nummer of animals) 





C ompettrve forage 
Summer Womer demand (AM) 
Deer 100 190 $7 
Pronghorn 35 Lb \4 
ih 25 25 225 
Wiithen nghorn sheep range 


Servers et known cmanan communes and OF) water quality conmsderamems (Apmeneier [) Tabte 2) 
Malheur River eater quality assessmen stream water quality lumited stream) 
Semmons Crotch (no odentified eater quality Considerations | 
South Fort Squaw ( reet (no identified water quality Considerations | 
North Fort Squaw ( reet (water quality assessment! stream | 
Spring ( reet (ne ident fied water quality considerations) 

Squae ( reet (ne identified water quality Considerations | 

( oforwoad ( reet (© eter quality assessment! strearr | 
Wiideat ( reet (ne sdemtrfied water quality comsderstions | 
Keeney ( reet (no dentfied water quality (onsderatons | 
Crokd ( reet (water quality assesermen! stream) 
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Seatheas Orr por Resowr¢ Hanapemen Pian becorrmmernia imma Semen 


Specie Sustus fis? 
Pedhant row 


Proposed of curating AC EC 
Lake Redge (Anernstwes ACD) 


LQmematratreehy sucatee NSetewne Bod and Some Beery 
( ofewwead ( rect (Ahernatrwe D) 
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BLM esloemen nar TURNSLLL Aloumere nurrier oo 
Managrmen (singory Vv BLM acres 80.147 
‘“urrther of pasturt +! ¢ Prowale acres 26 208 
AMP emguememed | whe State acres 0 
Seaaer of use 06491 9131 Onther Federal acres Ms 
Motrve Als ¢ ee Tonal acres 1 O 8 
Suanendied 4) M4: 0 
Tounl Als + oe 
E arsteng gramag management dye trees 


Maram engrove the scoings a) Condmeor of upland vrgetatres Commun tics 


AGOerona!l managemen cophasen 
Owyhee River ACEC 

( dar Mowrtarn WS A 

Lewer Owyhee WSA 

Owyhee NWSE 


Aadeoms! management Considerations | ith omplementatran of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for CFF W tng game managemen otmectives (nurmher of anrmals | 





( ompetrtrve forage 
Surnener Woomter demand (AUM) 
Deer 175 275 108 
Pronghorn 0 ins ” 
ih 10 10 wo 
W ithen bughorn sheep range 


Virearns eth ieee cnanar commutes and OF water quality camederamons (Apmercter [) Table [> 0) 
ume ( reet Tributary No | (ne identified water quality comenderations) 

Fourw Filer ( reet (mo ndentfied water quality Comssderatrcns ) 

Jackson ( reet (ne eden fied water quality Considerations ) 

Onwyhee River (ne identified eater quality Considerations | 


Specie! Saatus feb 
B ethhand ton 


Prapesed of exysting ACEC 
Owyhee River (Ahernatrve B) 


Appendwoers 109 





Souneast Oregon Resource Management Plan / Exvironmenial Impact Siatemen: 


BLM allotment name BLACK BUTTE Allotment number 00304 
Management category I BLM acres 47,586 
Number of pasture(s) i$ Private acres 3.208 
AMP implemented 1992 State acres | 642 
Season of use 0401-1031 Other Federal acres 858 
Active AUMs: $5,779 Total acres $3,295 
Suspended AUMs 0 
Total AUMs $5,779 
Existing grazing management obyectrves 


Manntain/improve the ecoiogical condition of upland vegetative communses 
Mazntaim/unprove the quality of deer/antelope winter range 


Additonal management emphasis 
Provide mpanan habstat for wildlife 


Additonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 400 $00 205 
Pronghorn is 100 30 
Elk 25 25 225 
Within bighorn sheep range 


Streams with known npanan communes and DEQ water quality consideranons (Appendix D, Table D-2). 
North Fork Malheur River (water quality assessment stream) 
Malheur River (water quality assessment stream, water quality limited stream 
South Fork Malheur River (water quality limited stream) 


Special Status plants 
Biddle 's hupine 


Admumstratively sustable National Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Malheur River (Alternative D) 
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BLM allotment narne BRIDGE CREEK Allotment nurnber 
Management category M BLM acres 
Numer of pasture(s) - Private acres 

AMP umplememed 1973 State acres 

Season of use 04/01-11/30 Other Federal acres 
Actrve AUMs 1,178 Total acres 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs 1,178 

Exrsteng grazing management objectives 


Mauntamn wmprove the quality of deer antelope winter range 
Mazntam, improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative commun:tes 


Additiona! management emphas:s 
None 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals). 


Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
200 
20 
25 





375 133 
$0 25 
2s 225 


Svearns with known npanan communities and DEQ water quality consideranons (Append D, Table D-2), 
Malheur River (water quality assessment stream, water quality limited stream) 
Bull Canyon (no identified water quality considerations) 


Admumstratrvely suitable Nationa! Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Malheur River (Alternative D) 
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Southeas! Oregon Resource Management Plan / Emvironmenial Impact Siaiemeni 


BLM allotrnent name JONESBORO Allotment number 
Management category I BLM acres 
Number of pasture(s) il Private acres 

AMP umplemented 1985 State acres 
Season of use. 0401-1031 Other Federal acres 
Active AUMs 2661 Total acres 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs 2661 

Existing grazing management objectives 


Maznta:m/mnprove the quality of deer/antelope winter range 
Mazntain/improve the ecologscal condition of upland vegetatrve communies 
Mauntasn/improve ihe condition of mpanan vegetative communities 


Additional management emphasis 
Camp Creck Group WSAs 
Deer/amtelope winter range 
Upland ecological condition 
Ripanan 

Redband trout 


Sage grouse 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big garne management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 200 $00 164 
Pronghorn 35 35 34 





Elk 25 25 225 


Streams with known npanan communmes and DEQ water quality considerahons (Appenda D. Table D-2). 


Hunter Creek (water quality assessment stream) 

Canyon Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Dinner Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Malheur River (water quality assessment stream, water quality limited stream) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 


Admumstratively surtable Nationa! Wiid and Scenic Rivers 
Canyon Creek (Alternative D) 
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BLM allotment narne BONEY BASIN Allotment number 
Management category M BLM acres 
Nurmiber of pastures) 3 Private acres 

AMP unplemented 1990 State acres 
Season of use 0401-1031 Other Federal acres 
Actrve AUMs 2,662 Total acres 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs 2,662 

Exrsting grazing management objectives 


Mazntaim improve the quality of deer antelope winter range 
Mauntaim improve the ecological condstion of upland vegetative communities 


Additiona! management emphasis 
None 


Additional] management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals). 


Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 200 350 127 





Svrearms with known npanan commutes and DEQ water quality consaderanons (Append D. Table D-2), 
Chalk Canyon (no identified water quality considerations) 
Conroy Canyon (no identified water quality considerations) 
Hunter Creek (water quality assessment stream) 
Malheur River (water quality assessment stream) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
South Bull Canyon (Alternatives A, C, D) 
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Southeas! Oregon Resource Managemen: Pian / Exvirommenial Impact Siaiemen: 


BLM allotrnent narne BUTTE Allotment number 
Managemen! category M BLM acres 
Number of pastures) 7 Private acres 
AMP umplemented 1985 State acres 
Season of use 0401-1031 Other Federal acres 
Active AUMs 2,056 Total acres 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs 2,056 

Existing grazing management objectives 


Improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative communities 
Trotect facilspes through lrvestock exclusion 
Mazntain the integrity of research and study plots 


Additional management emphasis 
Upland condmons 

Ripanan 
Deer/amtelope winter range 
Sage grouse 


Additional managemem considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage dernand for ODF W big gare management objectives (mumber of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Vointer demand (AUM) 
Deer 150 200 80 
Pronghorm 35 35 34 
Elk 10 10 90 


Streams with known npanan communes and DEQ water quality comsderanons (Appendix D. Table D-2). 
Cottonwood Creek (water quality assessment stream ) 

Squaw Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Butte Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Malheur River (water quality assessment stream) 

Dry Creek (water quality assessment stream) 


Special Status pi nts 
Harper Valley fiddleneck 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
Dry Creek Gorge (Alternative D) 
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BLM allotment narne SOUTH STAR MTN Allotment number Go. 
Management caicgory I BLM acres 49,757 
Number of pastureis) 9 Prowate acres 7,323 
AMP umpiemented 1991 State acres 0 
Season of use 0401-0131 Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 5.394 Total acres $7,080 
Suspended AUMs 0 
Total AUMs 5,394 
Exrsting grazing management objectives 


Improve the ecological condition of upland vegetatrve communities 
Mauntam the integrity of research and study plots 
Mauntam umprove the condmon of mpanan vegetative communities 


Additional management emphasis 
None 


Additional management consideratons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big gare management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 400 200 132 
Pronghorn 75 25 63 
Eh 25 25 225 
) Within bighorn sheep range 


Srearns with known npanan communities and DEQ water quality consderatons (Appendi D. Table D2), 
Crowley Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Lower Crowley Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Lower Crowley Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Road Canyon (no identified water quality considerations) 

Granite Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 


Special Status plants 
Barren Valicy collurma 
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Scmstheas! Ore pon Resour ¢ thanspoemen Pian Emvcrommenial impo) armen 


BLM aliotmen name NORTH STAR MTN Allownent number 00310 
Managemen caicgory “ BLM acres 91,782 
‘Number of pasture 5) | Prrvate acres 6.319 
AMP umpiememed 1987 State acres 3.788 
Season of use 0401-1031 Othe: Feders! acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 9030 Total acres 101 809 
Suspended ALMs 0 
Total AUMs 9030 
Exrsting grazing managemen obyectrves 


Maram improve the ecological condition of upland vegetatrve communes 
Maram enprove the condition of mpanan vegetative communities 
Custadia! allotment wrth no management otyectrve identified 


Additional managernent emphasis 
Cold Springs HMA 


Addi,onal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig game management obyectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Womter demand (AUM) 
Deer 400 125 il4 
Pronghorn 125 25 102 
Eh 1s i$ 135 
Within tighorn sheep range 


Sreams with known npanan communes and DEQ water quality consxderanors (Appenda D Table D2) 
Stull Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Butte Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations) 

Cold Spring Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Cold Spring Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Wildcat Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Wiidcat Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Dry Creek (water quality assessment stream ) 

Malheur River (water ouality assessment stream water quality limited stream) 





Special Status plants 
Golden buckwheat 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 


Admumstratively surtable Natrona! Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Malheur River (Alternative D) 
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BLM aliotmen narnc NORTH HARPER 
Managemen calcgory “ 
‘Numiber of pastures) 19 
AMP unpiememed 1982 
Season of use 040! 09 
Actrve AUMs 4208 
Suspended AUMs 0 
Total AUMs 4.208 
E xrsteng grazing management obyectrves 


Alloumen number 


BLM acres 
Private acres 
State acres 
Other Federal acres 


Total acres 


Improve the ecological condition of upland vegetatrve commurutes 


Maasmure the svaslabelity of fall green-up withm seedings for wimter deer antelope use 


31,533 


Sore pastures Comtamung private land are managed custodial with no management adjective identified 


Mausmtanm the integrity of research and study plots 
Protect facies through Irvestact exchumon 


Additional management emphasis 
Seeding condition 


Addmtona!l management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 


Forage demand for ODF W big gare management objectrves (number of anvmals). 


Woimter 


Competitive forage 
demand (AUM) 





Surnmer 
Deer 40 
Pronghorn 7$ 
Et 0 
Special Status plants 
Malheur forget-me not 


Mulford s milk vetch 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
Oregon Trail (Alternatives A, C, D, E) 


23 
72 
0 
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Southeast! Ore pom Resource Managemen: Pian Levironmenia Impact Saiemen 


BLM allotmem name WALLROCK Allotment number oer’ 
Managemen cairgory uv BLM acres B74 
‘Number of pastures) 7 Proewate acres 6% 
AMP unpiememedc 1990 Sume acres 6! 
Season of use 631-4228 Other Federal acres 4035 
Actrve AUMs 64% Total acres 91 807 
Suspended ALM: 0 
Total AUMs 6656 
Exrsteng grazing management objectives 


Mazmtam rnprove the ecological condmon of upland vegetatrve Communes 

Maumam enprove the quality of deer antelope winter range 

Sore pastures contaumng private land are managed Cusiodia! wth no management! objective ident fied 
Marntam the mtegrity of research and study plots 


Addmonal management emphasis 
Dry Creek WSA 
Dry Creek Buttes WSA 


Seeding condition 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W mg game management objectives (number of anuma)ls). 


Compettrve forage 
Summer W umter demand (AUM) 
200 300 1s 
80 
0 





Deer 
Pronghorn 100 #0 
Eh 0 0 


Within tighorn sheep range 


Serearns with known npanan communes and DEQ water quality consderanons (Appenda [) Table D2) 
Dry Creet (water quality assessment) 
Jurmper Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Owyhee River (water quality assessment stream) 


Special Status plants 
Sternle milk vetch 
Cwseck 's chaenactis 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 
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Propesed or cxustieng ACEC 

Dry Creck Gorge (Alternatives C_ D) 
Owyhee Views (Ahernatrves C_ D) 

Sand Hammond Hills (Alternatives A.C, D) 


Admurestratrvety sustable National Wild and Scemn Rivers 
Dry Creck (Alternatives C_ D) 
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Sousheas! Ore por Resource Managemen: Pian Exvirommenia impas Saaiemen 


BLM allotmem name VALE BUTTE (S) Allotmen number oi) 
Managemen csiegory Cc BLM acres 7 
Number of pasture: 5) j Prewate acres 0 
AMP impiememed No State acres 0 
Season of use \ ndefimed Other F edera! acres 0 
Actrve AUMs % Total acres 77 
Suspended Al Ms % 

Total AUMs 72 


Fursting grazing managemen © oyectrves 
Custadia! allotment with no management obyectve dent: fied 


Additional management emphasis 
Ecologxal condom of upland vegetative communes 


Additonal management considersnons with implementation of proposed RMP altermnat ves 
Forage dernand for ODF W big game management objectives (nurmber of anemals) 


C ormpetitrve forage 
Surnmner Woimer demand (AUM) 





Deer 15 2s 9 


Pronghorn 0 0 0 
Eh 0 v 0 








BLM ehotmen name GORDON CULCH Ahowmere nurnter 

Managemen (airgory ! BLM acres 

Nurminer of pastures) ] Prewate acres 

AMP iengmernemed Neo Sume acres 

Seasor of use 1001 -12®'. Other Feeders! acres 
G21 2301 

Acurve ALUMs 16! Toma acres 

Suapended AM: th 

Tous! AL™s 0 

F arsteng graring managemers otyectrves 


Marnam mngrove the condmor of mpenarn vegriatrve Communes 


Addmcna! managemen emphasis 
@ idhorse Mase WSA 


Addmona! management Conmuiderstons eth empiementanan of proposed RUMP shernatrves 
Forage demand for OOF W tng game managemen abyeccrves (nurmher of anomals) 





( ompetitrve forage 
Summer Womer d>mand (ALM) 
Deer 3$ 7$ 26 
Prorghorn 1S 0 12 
th 0 0 0 
Wither bighorn sheep range 


Srrearns eth ine qpanan communes end OQ eater quality comsadersnons | Agmende: [) Tabie (> 2) 


Berch C reet (ne identified water quality considerations | 
Indian ( reet (ne identified water quality comsiderations | 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
Owyhee Views (Alternatives C.D) 
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BLM shotmen name 


Managemen mrgory 
urbe of pasture 5 
AMP enguememnc 
Seasor of uae 


Actewe AUMs 
Sumpended 4° My 19 
Teas! AUMs 24 


t aeateng grarmng managemen otye tives 


Semteras Orrpoe Rascur¢ thanapermern Pia beorommerni ima Surmrn 


lowers nurhey 1O1@ 
BOM arn 2 
Prove actrs 281 
Sule arr 

tthe Fegera acres 

Towa! ecres ™) 


Somne pastures Comiaenmg powete land art managed ( ustodss) eth neo managrmen obec ee den fed 


Adc one! Managemen emphases 
“one 


AAdrona) management Comeuderahons eth implementation of proposed BMP sherman ors 
Forage demand tor COR tng game management ofectives number of enemas) 


( oonpetitrve forage 
demand (ALUM) 





Deer 25 
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BLM slhotmer name GROVE ROAD Alowmete nurither 10107 
Manageme (mirgory c BLM acres a d 
urns of pasture) ! Prewate acres 4.5 
AMP ongiememes wo Sumer acres 0 
Seasor of use Undiet omed Ouner F eders! acres 0 
Actrwe ALMs 22 Total acres 4%) 
Suanended 4° Va 4) 
Tonal Al Ms +4 
E arsteng graring managemen obnectrves 


( watedsa' allotment wrth no managemen ob ectrve went fied 


AAdrwema! Managemen cophasis 
Nome 


Addrroma! managermen Comiderstoms wrth omplementianoarn of proposed RMP ahernat:. es 
Forage demand for OOF W tng gare management obmectives (number of animals | 


Compettrve forage 
uenener omer demand (AUM) 
«0 100 ss 
0 
0 
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Southeast Oregon Resource Management Plan / Exvironmenial Impact Siaiemeni 


BLM allotment name BECKER CREEK Allotment number 10117 
Management category c BLM acres 3,374 
Number of pasture(s) I Private acres 10.863 
AMP implemented No State acres 0 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs 92 Total acres 14.237 
Suspended AUMs 475 
Total AUMs $67 
Existing grazing management objectives 


Custodial allotment with no management objective identified 


Additional management emphasis 
None 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big gare management objectives (number of ammmais). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 130 115 "9 
Pronghorn 40 70 44 
Elk 40 40 360 
Special Status plants 
Snake River goldenweed 














BLM allotment narne COTTONWOOD CREEK Allotment number 
Management category I BLM acres 
Nurbber of pasturcis) I Private acres 

AMP umplememied 1990 State acres 
Season of use 11401-1130 Other Federal acres 
Active AUMs 38 Total acres 
Suspended AUMs 49 

Total AUMs 87 

Ex:steng grazing management objectives 


Mauntain improve the condstion of mpanan vegetatrve Com#munsties 


Additiona! management emphasis 


Upland vegetation condston 
Allotrnent 1s mcluded m the Cottonwood Mountam AMP (20102) 


Additsonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP altc natives 
Forage demand for ODF W big gare management obyectives (nurmber of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer W inter demand (AUM) 
Deer $0 125 4) 
Pronghorn $ 10 6 
Elk 5 w” 158 


Serearns with known mpanan communites and DEQ water quality considerabons (Appendia D. Table D-2), 
Cottonwood Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 
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Southeast Ore gon Resource Managemen! Plan / Environmenial Impact Siaiemeni 


BLM allotment name FERRIERS GULCH Allotment number 1014) 
Management category c BLM acres 334 
Number of pasture(s) | Private acres 4232 
AMP mmnplememed No State acres 0 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 28 Total acres 4,586 
Suspended AUMs 26 
Total AUMs S4 
Exrstung grazing managemem objectives 


Custodia! allotrnent with no management objective identified 


Adé:tional management emphasis 
None 


Additonal management consideravons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig garne management obyectives (number of animals). 


Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 





Deer 45 > | 11 


Pronghom 1S 0 12 
ENk 10 0 4s 











BLM allotrnent narne TRONSIDE SCHOOL Allotment number 
Management category Cc BLM acres 
Number of pastureis) i Private acres 

AMP umplememted No State acres 

Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 
Active AUMs : Total acres 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs . 

Exrsteng grazing management objectives 


Custodia! allotrnent with no management objective sdentified 


Additional management emphasis 
None 


Additonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game managemen' obyectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 30 10 9 
Pronghorn 1s 0 12 


Eik $ $ 45 


Append ei 
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Southeas! Oregon Resource Managemen Pian / Environmenial lmpaci Siaiement 


BLM allotment narne ALLOTMENT #2 Allotment number 10201 
Management! category I BLM acres 48 499 
Number of pastures s) 20 Private acres 7665 
AMP umpliemented 1994 State acres 0 
Season of use 0401-1031 Other Federal acres 371 
Actrve AUMs 7480 Total acres $6,535 
Suspended AUMs 1,320 
Total AUMs & 800 
Exrstieng grazing management obycctrves 


Mazntam improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative communstes 

Marntaim ‘improve the condimon of mpanan vegetative communities 

Some pastures contasming private land are managed custodial with no management objective ident: fied 
Mamtam the integnty of enclosures constructed for wildlife benefits 


Additional management emphasis 
Allotment has not been grazed at ful! authorized levels for several years 


Additonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of anema)s ). 


Competitive forage 

Summer W inter demand (AUM) 
Deer 200 400 139 
Pronghorn 10 40 i$ 
Eh 15 $0 293 





Svrearns with known npanan communtiies and DEQ water quality consderatons (Append D. Table D-2). 
Cottonwood Creek (water quality assessment stream) 

NG Creek (water quality assessrment stream) 

East Prong Dry Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Bully Creek (water quality assessment stream, water quality limited stream ) 








BLM allotrnent name ALLOTMENT #3 Allotment numer 10202 
Managemet! category i BLM acres 77 B95 
Number of pastures s) 9 Private acres 1S,116 
AMP implememed 1993 State acres vs 
Season of use 0401-10! Other Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs 13,480 Total acres 92,906 
Suspended AUMs 607 
Total AUMs 14,087 
Existing grazing management obyectrves 


Mauntam mnprove the ecologica! conditon of upland vegetatrve communes 

Maintain improve the condition of mpanan vegetatrve communities 

Some pastures conmtasmng private land are managed custodia! with no management objective identified 
Protect facihtes through Irvestock exc husson 


Addmona! management emphasis 
Does not have a current grazing system developed 
AMP implemented needs to be revised and grazing sysiem needs to be developed 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODE W big gare management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 600 300 199 
Pronghom $0 0 9 
Eh wo $0 eo 


Within bighorn sheep range 


Sveams with known mpanan communes and DEQ water quality consderatons (Append D Table D2). 
Cottonwood Creek (water quality assessment stream) 
South Fork Cottonwood Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 
West Fork Cottonwood Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Indian Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Sw Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 
South Fork Indian Creek (water quality assessment stream) 
South Fork Indian Creek 
Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations) 
Pole Creek (water quality assessment stream) 
South Fort Indian ‘reek 
Tributary No 2 (no identified water quality considerations) 
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Somsheasi Ore por Resource Managemen: Pian | Emvirommenial impa: Siaemen: 


Special States fish 
Redband rou 


A@emmstratrvety suitable Natona! Wild and Soen« Rivers 
Bleck Camyon Creek (Anernatrve D) 
South Fort Indian Creek (Ahernatve D) 














BLM allotment narne ALLOTMENT #4 Allotment number 10203 
Managemen! Caicgory Mt BLM acres $7,105 
Number of pasturet 5) ii Provate acres Shad 
AMP impiememed 1985 State acres 93 
Season of use 0401-103! Other Federal acres “3 
Actrve AUMs $5,302 Total acres 53,390 
Suspended Al'Ms 0 
Total AUMs $5,502 
FE usstang grazing managemen objectives 


Mauzrmtam improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative communes 
Maasmure the svaslabelity of fall green-up withen seedings for winter deer amclope use 
Mauntacn improve the quality of deer antelope winter range 

Protect facies through brvestack exclusion 

Marmtam emprove the condition of npanan vegetative Communities 

Mauntam the imtegrity of research and study plots 


Additional managemert emphasis 
Hog Creek HMA 

Seeding condition 

Rupanan (has Creek & Black Canyon) 
Redband trout habrtat 


Sage grouse habrtat 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP altermatrves 
Forage demand for ODE W tig gare management obyectives (number of animals). 





Competitrve forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 00 600 209 
Pronghorn $$ 4s $1 
Eh 25 4s 5 
Within bighorn sheep range 


Srearns with known npanan communes and DEQ water quality consderatons (Appenda D Table D2) 
Oregon ( anal (no identified water quality considerations ) 

South Fort Cottorwoad Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Hog ( reek (water quality assessment strearn) 

Black Canyon (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Matheur River (water quality limited stream) 

Spring Creek (no identified water quality considerations | 

Willow Creet (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Miller Creet (no identified water quality considerations ) 
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Scmsteras: Oregon Resource Managemen Pian Levrommenia Impa Sairmen 
Specia! Stustus planes 
Harper Valicy frddienect 


Special Sustus fish 
Redband tow 


Proposed of cursting ACEC 
Bleck Canyon (Alternatives A.C, D) 


A@rmmstratrvely suttable Nations! Wild and Soema Rovers 
Bleck Canyon Creck - (Ahernatrve D) 
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BLM alictmess name ALLOTMENT # Alloement number 

Managemen catcgary “ BLM acres 

Number of pasture(s) 2 Provate acres 

AMP enpiemerarcd | She State acres 

Season of use ov1S-05'15, Othe: Federal acres 
Ooi -11/15 

Actrve AUMs 1.201 Total acres 

Suspended Al Ms 39 

Total AUMs 1,540 


Eavsteng grazing management otyectrves 
Maram mnprove the condmon of mpanan vegetative communities 


Additonal management emphasis 
Upland condiman (emprove for deer range ) 


Additional management considerations with umplementation of proposed RMP ahternatrves 
Forage demand for ODF W tig gare management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitrve forage 
Sumner W imter demand (AUM) 
Deer 1S0 200 £0 
Pronghorn 5 0 4 
Eh 10 20 135 


Srrearns with known mpanan communes and DEQ water quality comsderatons (Append D Table D2) 
Malheur River (water quality assessrmem stream. water quality jimited stream) 
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Scmheas! Ore pom Resource Manapemer: Pian Eaerommernia impos laemen 


BLM allotment name RAIL CANYON Alloumer number 10205 
Managemen caicgary ! BLM acres 2264! 
Number of pastures) 10 Provate acres Lave 
AMP impiememed 1s State acres 0 
Season of use 0401-1031 Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 3423 Tosa! actes 26.520 
Suspended A\"Ms 0 
Total AUMs 3,023 
Earsteng grarimg management otyectrves 


Improve the ecolagical condmon of upland vegetatrve Communes 
Marmasm enprove the condmon of mpanan vegrtatrve communities 
Some pastures comtamung private land are managed custiodsa! wth no management obyectrve dent fred 


Addmona! management emphasis 
Beaver Dam WSA 


Additonal managemeni considerations with implementation of proposed RMP ahermatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tng garne management objectives (murmber of anemals) 





Competitrve forage 
Summer Womter demand (AUM) 
Deer 230 25 a 
Pronghorn 5 0 4 
Ek w 0 135 


Srearns eth known npanan communes and DEQ water quality consderanons (Appende [) Table [) 2) 
North Fort Bully Creet (no identified water quality considerations ) 
(roddeng (reek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Kitten ( amyon (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Mc Arthur Creet (no identified water quality Considerations ) 

South Clover Creet (no identified water quality considerations) 

Steamboat (reet (no wdentified water quality considerations | 

Clover Creet (no identified water quality considerations) 

Rav! ( aryon (ne identified water quality considerations ) 

Rai! Camyon Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Clover Creet Tributary No | (no sdentified water quality considerations ) 
Clover Creet Tributary No 2 (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Bully ( reet (water quality assessment stream water quality limited strearn) 
Mc Arthur Creet Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations ) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 














BLM slower name DEARMOND-MUBRPHY Aloumen number 1 G06 
Managemen category v BLM acres 1° oho 
‘eure of pastures! 26 Prewate acres 10,470 
AMP impiemeracd | whe Sumer acres 6 
Season of use 0401 1031 Other Federal acres iz2 
Actrve AUMs 6.503 Tonal acres 46,572 
Suspended AL'Ms © 
Total AUMs 6,503 
E arstemg grazing Managemen obyectrves 


Marmaam improve the ecology a! (ondmon of upland vegetatrve Communmes 

Some pastures Comtameng private land are managed Custadia! © mh mo management obyecti.e went fied 
Protect facshtmes through brvestach exchusson 

Marmtam the miegrity of research and study plots 


Additional management emphasis 
Castle Rock WSA 
Working wrth Forest Service m ( oordmated Resource Management Plan with similar goals and obyectrves 


Addmonal management Consideratons with implementation of praposed RMP ahernatrves 
Forage demand for ODF W tug game managemenm obyectrves (mummber of animals) 





Cornpetitrve forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 450 oo 16? 
Promghom aS 0 27 
Em ” $0 Vet) 


Serrams wit known nanan communmes and EQ water quality comssderamons (Apmendi [) | atte [> 2) 
Warm Springs ( reet (no ident fied water quality considerations) 

Rendire ( reet (no identified water quality considerations) 

Hurter ( reet (no ident fred water quality considerations) 

Hunter Creet Tritutayy So | (no identified water quality conseferations ) 

Low (reek (water quarry assessment! stream ) 


Proposed or existing ACIDIC 
Castle Rock (Ahernatives A.C, D) 


Admumestrativety surtabie Nationa! Wid and Scena Rivers 
North Fort Mathewr ( Alernatrves B.C. D) 


135 








Semecteres Orr pom Bese tameprman Pie be cmmernia ima rr 


BUM shotmecre mare RING BUTTE ltr nut 10208 
Managemen catrgorn Cc BLM acm ee 
Numer /f pasture +) 2 Prewgte acres Low 
AMP inguememnc wo Seate acres 0 
Seascr of use \ mde t emend (Wher FeGere ares 4 
Actrwe ALUM 32 Tonal acres 19) 
Suspended 4) Ma 7) 
Teal AUMs 105 
Es :steng grareng managemen otyectrees 


( usted! 6lotrer © fh ne managemen ctwe ter den fed 


Ad4drionea managermer emphess 
Now 


+ Addemona!l managermen comideratons ith enplementatior of proposed BMP sherman ors 
Forage demand for CODE tng gare managemen obectices (mummine of animals) 


C ompettrve forage 
Surwenes W emer demand (ALM) 
Deer 100 5 22 


Promghor 10 0 ' 
rm 0 0 % 





rears et knee qnenar communes and OF) water quality conssteramens | Apmende: [) Tabi [> >) 
Lette Mathew Rewer (eater quality assessment strear 


Specie! Status fish 
Redhand trout 











BOM slotrmerr name 


Manageme .siegory 
Sunnie of pastures) 
AMP rengurmermnd 
Seaser of uae 


Aoctrwe Al Ms 


Suapended 45 My 
Tonal Al Ms 


OREOOS CANAL 


ve 


Ea ratemg grazing Managemen ctwec trees 


( veterta! slate © eth me managrmern ctw tce dewtfaed 


Added oma managemen conphasn 


Nome 


KAdrirona! management comsiderations © rth mnpiementation of proposed BMP sherman. es 


Suter marries 


BLM acres 
Prewete acres 
Saat acres 
Other | ders) acres 


Tome acres 


Forage demand for (FOF W tog gare management otyectrves (number of anrmals | 


Competstrve forage 
demand (A\ ©) 





25 


17 
i 
0 
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Southeast Oregon Resource Managemen: Plan / Environmental Impact Siaiemen: 


BLM allotment name CLOVER CREEK INDIV Allotment nurnber 
Managemen! celegory Cc BLM acres 
Number of pasture(s) i Private acres 
AMP umplemented No State acres 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 
Active AUMs 248 Total acres 
Suspended AL’Ms 205 

Total AUMs 453 

Exrstung grazing management obyectives 


Custodial allotment with no management objective Gentfied 


Additional management emphasis 
None 


Addsonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig game management obyectives (number of anrmals ). 





Competitive forage 

Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 150 25 8 
Pronghorn i$ 0 12 
Elk 0 0 270 


Streams with known npanan commurutes and DEQ water quality comsderatons (Appendn D. Table D-2). 


Clover Creek (water quality assessment stream) 
Clover Creek Tributary No | (no sdentified Water quality considerations) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 
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10210 


3459 
12,937 


16,396 








BLM allotment name CASTLE ROCK Allotment number 10211 
Managemen! Calcgory I BLM acres 19.320 
Number of pastureys) is Private acres 10,131 
AMP unpiememed 1993 State acres 0 
Season of use 03/20-11/15 Other Foderal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 4316 Total acres 29.951 
Suspended AL'Ms 0 
Total AUMs 4316 
Exsstang grazing management obyectrves 


Maman mmprove the ecologxa! condition of upland vegetative communities 
Sore pastures comtamng private land are managed custodial with no management objectryc identified 
Protect factisnes through brvestoca exchuson 


Addmtona) management emphasis 
Castle Rock WSA. Beaver Dam WSA 


Addstiona!l management consideravons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig garne managemen: objectives (nurnber of animals). 


Competitive forage 
Summer W inter demand (AUM) 
Deer 125 175 69 


Promghom 10 0 s 
Elk 8s 0 383 





Srearms with known mpanan communutes and DEQ water quality consideratons (Appendia D Table D2), 
Lost Creek (water quality assessment stream) 

North Fort Malheur River (water quality assessment stream. water quality lemrted stream ) 
Lethe Malheur River (water quality assessment stream. water quality lmited stream) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 
Bull trout 


Proposed of existing ACEC 
Castle Rock (Alternatives A, C, D) 
North Fork Malheur River (Alternatives A, C, D) 


Admumstratrvely surtable Nationa! Wild and Scenic Rivers 
North Fork Matheur (Alhternatrves B.C. D) 
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Scmatheas! Ore pon Resource Managemen: Pilar / Exvirommenial lmpaci Siatemen: 


BLM allo*rment narne BUTTE TREE Allotment mumiber 10212 
Managemen! calrgory Cc BLM acres 617 
Number of pasture(s) ! Provate acres 1.300 
AMP umplememed No State acres 0 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs 69 Total acres 1917 
Suspended ALMs 

Total AUMs 123 

Existing graring management objectives 


Custadia! allotrnert with no management objective identified 


Addit:ona] management ermphass 
None 


Additonal management cons»déerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage dernand for ODF W tig gare management objectives (murmber of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Surnmer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 35 10 10 
Pronghorn 5 0 4 
Etk 20 0 90 





BLM allotment narne WEST CLOVER CREEK Allotment nuribe: 10213 
Management category c BLM acres 2.713 
Number of pasturc(s) ! Private acres 7,520 
AMP umpiememed No Sumte acres 0 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 235 Total acres 10.233 
Suspended AUMs 200 
Total AUMs 435 
Eussteng grazing management obyectrves 


C ustadia! allotment wrth no management objective identified 

Additiona! management emphasis 

Beaver Dam WSA 

35 AUM 1s bemg transferred to Rick Wiicon (new allotment name and file 15 being developed) 


Additonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP altcrnatives 
Forage demand for ODF W bg game management objectives (number of animals). 


Competitrve forage 





Surmmer W inter demand (AUM) 
Deer 130 25 ot | 
Pronghorn 35 0 27 
Elk Ad 10 180 


) Serearns with known npanan commutes and DEQ water quality consxderanorns (Appendm D Table D2). 
Clover Creek (water quality assessment stream) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 
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Scustheas! Ore pom Resource Manapemen: Plan) Environmenial Impact Siaiemen 


BI M allotmem narme RICHIE FLAT Allotment number 10214 
Management category i BLM acres 17,506 
Number of pasture’ s) 5 Private acres 2.233 
AMP umpliernemied 19 State acres 0 
Season of use 0401-11/15 Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 3168 Total acres 19.739 
Suspended AUMs 38 
Total AUMs 3,549 
Exrsting grazing management objectives 


Maxemire the avaslabtebty of fal! green-up for wimter deer antelope use 

Improve the ecological condson of upland vegetative communites 

Maintam ‘mmprove the cond:ton of npanan vegetative Communrtics 

Martam unprove the quality of deer amtclope winter range 

Some pastures contamemng private land are managed custodial with no management objective identified 
Mamta the imtegnty of research and study plots 


Additional management emphasis 
Class of Irvestock has changed from cattle to sheep 


Additonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage dernand for ODF W big gare management objectives (nurmber of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 40 120 aL | 
Pronghorn 20 2s 20 
Eh 5 10 6 


Srearns with known mpanan communites and DEQ water quality consieratons (Appenda 1D Table D2), 
Clover Creek (water quality assessment stream) 

Clover Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations) 

Birch Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Deep Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Deep Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations) 

Log Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Reds Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
South Ridge Bully Creek (Alternatives A.C D) 
North Ridge Bully Creek (Alternatives A, C, D) 
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BLM aliotmem name BRIAN CREEK Allotmen number 10215 
Management caicgory “ BLM acres 4316 
Number of pastureis) 5 Prewate acres all 
AMP umpicmemed 1995 State acres 0 
Season of use 04601-11/15 Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs | 090 Total acres 497 
Suspended AUMs 0 
Total AUMs | O90 
Exrsteng grazing management objectives 


Masmtam mmprove the ecologx al condman of upland vegetatrve communities 


Adéitiona! management emphasis 
None 


Adésona! management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP ahermnatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tug game management objectives (number of anoma)s |. 


Competitrve forage 
Surnmmer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer $ i$ ] 


Pronghorn 1s 10 14 
Ek $ 10 6h 





Svearms with known npanan communes and DEQ water quality consderanoms (Appenda D Table D2). 
Brady Creek (no identified water quality consideratons ) 

Brady Creek Trib No | (no identified water quality considerations) 

Bran Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Reds Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 
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Sousheas: Ore pon Resour¢ Managemen: Pian | Environmena Impoo Sigiemen 


BLM aliowmem narne WHITLEY CANYON Alloument number 1G216 
Managemen caticgory v BLM acres 14511 
Number of pasture: s) e Proewate acres 3409 
AMP ompiememed )oee State acres 0 
Season of use 0401-1031! Other Feeders! acres 14) 
Actrve AUMs 2.3% Tota! acres 18,063 
Suspended AL™Ms 0 
Total AUMs 23% 
Eursteng grazing management obyectrves 


Masmaimn enprove the quality of deer antelope wimer range 
Mammtar the ecologxal condmon of upland vegetatrve communmes 
Sorne pastures comamung private land are managed custodia! with no management objective ident fred 


Addmonal management emphasis 
Lethe Malheur Pasture mostly private along mver however managing pasture under mpanan otyectrves 


Addmonal management comsideratons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W thg gare management objectives (mnurmber of anemals) 


Competitive forage 
Surnmer Winter demand (Al) 
Deer 100 180 $7 


Pronghorn 5 0 4 
Et 45 20 293 





Srreams with known npanan communmes and DEQ water quality consderanons (Appenda ") Table D2) 
Lethe Matheur River (water quality assessment! stream water quality limited stream) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
North Fort Matheur River (Ahernatrves A C.D) 





BLM asliotmer name BEULAH RESERVOIR Alowment numer 10217 
Managemen cairgory ! BLM acres 11983 
Number of pastures) “4 Prowate acres 6.581 
AMP impiememed 1! State acres 0 
Season of use Ov1S-1031 Othe: F eders! acres , 
Actrve AUMs 2560 Total acres 18,753 
Suspended A\"Ms 0 
Total AUMs 2.560 
Eursteng graring management otyectrves 


Marmtam mnprove the ecologx ai Condémor of upland vegetative communmes 

Marrmtam enprove the quality of deer antelope womier range 

Marta: emprove the condman of npanan vegetatrve Communmes 

Sorne pastures Comtarmung private land are managed Custodial © th no management obyective went: fied 


Addrtiona! managemen! emphass 
None 


Addmonal management considerations with implementation of praposed RMP ahernat ves 
Forage demand for ODF W bug garne management otyectives (murmber of anemals) 


( ornpetitrve forage 
Surnmer omer demand | A\ VM) 





Pronghorn 0 0 0 
Eh 2 w 264 


Srrearns wth known mpanan communmes and DEQ water quality conesderanems (| Appende 1) Table [> 2) 
Malheur River North Fork (water quality assessment stream water quality limited stream) 
(C etonwood ( reek (water quality assessment! strearn ) 


Special Status fish 
Redhand trout 
Bu!! rout 


Proposed of existing ACEC 
On Mountain (Alternatives A.C, D) 
North Fork Mathew Rever (Alternatives A.C, D) 
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Scmctheast Orr pon Resour thanapomen Pian Ervronmenia impa Semen 


BLM slkemem narne SLX KERUSH Abounent nurite, 
Managemen category i BLM acn 
‘Sumer of pasture 5) ? Prewate acres 
AMP umgmememec oes i. aves 
Season of use 0461 - 1011 Other Feeders! acres 
Actrve AUMs 2.797 Total acres 
Suspended 4) Ms > 

Towa! AUMs 2299 

EF apsteng grazing Managemen otyectrves 


Maram ingrove the quality of deer amirkne womer rangr 
Maram engrove the ecolingx a! Condmarn of upland vegriatie Communes 


Add tional management emphasis 
Devetop evidirfe atyectrve 


Addmoma! management! considerations eth ompiementaton of proposed RMP ahemart ves 
Forage demand for ODF W tng garne management obectives (nummer of anemals) 





Compettrve forage 

Sumener * omer demand (AUM) 
Deer 1s 73 $0 
Pronghorn 10 1s i 
rh 5 1S Ai) 


Sears ett known npanan commune: and OQ water quality comsaderanors | Appende: [) Table [> >) 
East Prong Dry ( reet (no wdentified water quality considerations) 


21,0832 








BLM asliotmnem name MALHEUR RIVER Aloumen number 
Managemen catcgory S BLM acres 
Sumber of pastures) 2 Prevate acres 

AMP ompiememed wo Sumte acres 
Season of use Undefined Other Feeders! acres 
Actrve AUMs $) Total acres 
Suspended Al Ms 17 

Total AUMs 1%0 

E arstemg graring managemen obyectrves 


( umadia! allotment wrth no management otyectrve wdent:fied 
Maram enprove the condmon of npanan vegetative Communes 


Addmiona! management emphatis 
None 


Addmiona! managemen comiuderations © th umpiementanan of proposed RMP ahernatiy es 
Forage demand for ODE W tng gare management obectrves (number of annals) 


Competnrve forage 
Sumnener Womer demand (AUM) 
0 $0 L 
$ 
$ 





0 4 


Ph © 23 


Srearns wrth known mmanan communmes and DE) wate quality comesderanons (Apnende: [) Table [> 2) 


| ete Malheur River | water quality assessment stream water quality lemaed stream) 


Special Status fish 
Redhand rou 
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Scmmttras: Ore por Rescuer thanspemen Pia bevcrommenia impa Saiermen 


BLM slownen name WILLOW BASIN Ahorner numer 10222 
Managemen category I BLM acres 43,455 
‘Sumber of pasture: +) 10 Preeate acres 6,540 
AMP umpiememed 1995 Saate acres 0 
Season of use 0601 -11/90 Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs * oon Total acres 49.995 
Suspended Al Ms Rit, 
Total AUMs £123 
Eassteng grarmg managemere obyectrves 


Improve the ecological condmon of upland vegetative Communities 
Maram enprove the condmon of rpanan vegetatrye Communes 
Sorne pastures Camtameng private land are managed Custodial © th no management obec tive ident fied 


Addriona! managemenm emphasis 
Beaver Darn WSA 


Addmonal management considerations e 7th implementation of proposed RMP ahernatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tng game management obyectrves (number of anema)s) 


C ormpettrve forage 
Surnmer W wmer demand (AUM) — 





Pronghorn 25 ’ 
rh $ +f) 


Deer 400) 100 108 
5 
5 
Sarrarns eo known qpanan communes and OE) water quailty conssderamors | Apmende: [) Table [> 0) 
Indoan ( reet (ne identified water quality Considerations ) 
North Fort Indian ( reet (no identified water quality Comsiderations | 
South Fort Indian ( reet Tribwtary No 2 (ne identified water quality considerations) 
North Fort Bully ( reet (no wdentified water quality comsiderstions | 
Rendire ( reet (no identified water quality considerations | 
Willow Basi ( reet (no identified water quality considerations) 
few Basm Creet Tritutary No | (no wdentfied water quality considerations | 
Reaver Dam ( reet (ne identified water quality considerations | 
Bully ( reet (water quality assessment stream water quality limited stream) 
Croddung ( reet (ne identified water quality considerations | 
Mc Arthur ( reet (ne identified water quality Considerations | 
North Bully ( reet (ne edentfied water quality considerations | 
Px bet ( reet (ne identified eater quality Considerations ) 
Puckett! Creet Tributary No | (no identified water quality considergtions ) 
South Bully ( reet (ne identified «ater quality Comsderatins | 








Sev? Bulhy Creet Tritucary So | (no sGcmmefied wane gual) Comsederseom ) 
Westecy Guict (no demerfied water gual) Comseéeratom | 

ort Bully Creet (no sdemufied water quality Comssderstecrs | 

( omoreoad (rect (ester gual) assesstmete strear 


Specie Status fish 
Redhant row 


Proposed of cumtmg ACEC 
Castle Rock (Ahernatrve D) 


1a 





Sonatas: Orr poe Resour Mans pemen Pia brcrommenia ima urn 


BOM slower name LAVA RIDCE Aloumer nurs pG275 
Managemen cmrgor) i BLM scree 1) tw 
Neuter of pasture i e Prowmc acres 223 
AMP omgnemncmrc 1! Sumer acres 0 
Seasor of use 049! 103) Ontter | edere! acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 1.722 Total acres 12291 
Suspended 41 Mi © 
Tous! AUMs 1.722 
E arstemg grarimg managemen otyectrves 


Marna the ccolage a) comdmar of upland vegriatree Communcics 

Manimuze the svasiat:lity of fal) green up for eumer deer amriope use 

Moernacn emgrove the Comdrice of rpanan vegriatres Comenunins 

Sorne pastures Comammng private land are managed « ustedha! © mh no management cbyective dem fed 


A Aditona! Managemen crphasis 
None 


Addmomal management considerations © mh omplementat-on of proposed RUMP sherman ves 
Forage demand for ODF W ing garne management! otyectives (qummber of anemals) 





Competarve forage 
Summer Woemer demand (AUM) 
Deer 100 so 3 
Pronghorn 5 25 ’ 
th 10 25 i 


Servers wi known rpenan communes and FQ water qual commderamons (| Appomder [) Table [) 0) 
Clever ( reet (ne identified wmer quality Consderations | 

Deep ( reet (no identified water quality Considerations | 

Deep Creet Tritwtary So | (no identified water quality (omsderation: | 

Hay ( aryor (ne dentified water quality Comsiderations ) 

Bully ( reet (water quality assessment stream water quality twnnted ctrearm) 

North Fort Bully ( reet (ne wentfied water quality considerations | 





Proposed or existing AC EC 
South Radge Bully Creek (Alternatives A.C, D) 
North Ridge Bully Creet (Alternatives AC D) 








BOM aloemere nan BLLLY RESERVORE 4 ute nurnite 
Managemets (argos c BLM acres 
‘Seuriher of pastures) : Preegte acres 

AMP mgucmermnd eo Sumer acres 

Seasor of uae net ned Chther Federe) acres 
\ctrve ALM “4 Total acres 
Cuaperded AU Ms © 

Toum! ALMs ‘4 


E arsteng grazing Manageme otyectrees 
( ustadia! sliotmere © rf neo managemer otyec tee emt fed 


Addewma! managemern corphasn 
Allene not delineated om (6S (acreage is estemnaed) 


AAderomal management Comssderations © th emplementanar of promesed BUMP eterna ors 
Forage demand for OOF W tng game management otmect ves (number of anrmals | 





( ompetntrve forage 
Surnener lad demand (ALM) 
[eer 25 25 1 
Pronghorn 5 5 ‘ 
ch 15 5 ” 


A pened ee 


1S) 





Southeas! Ore pon Resour-e Mansegemen: Plan / Exvironmenial lmpac! Saaiemen 


BLM sliotment narne RED HILLS Allowmera number 10302 
Management celegory ! BLM acres $1,477 
Number of pastureis) 6 Orivate acres 4.390 
AMP umpiememted [ya2 State acres 5.348 
Season of use 649) -1031 Otter Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 3,982 Total acres 61.215 
Suspended Al Ms 918 
Total AUMs 4.900 
Exrsting grazing management obyectrves 


Maram improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative communstecs 

4 aumtam improve the condruon of mpanan vegetatrve Communutes 

Some pastures contamng privaic land are managed custodial wth mo management objective idemiufied 
Protect faculties through Irvestack exclusion 


Addstional managemem emphasis 
Camp Creck Group WSAs 
Redband trout 

Sage grouse habvrtat 


Additional management considerations with implementation of praposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig gare management obyectrves (nurmber of anemals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 400 500 18s 
Pronghorn 70 40 62 
Ek 25 25 225 
W then bighorn sheep range 


Srrearns with known mpanan communes and DEQ water quality commderabons (Appenda D Table [> 2) 
( ottonwood Creck (water quality assessment stream. water quality limited stream) 

Long Creek (no wdentified water quality considerations ) 

Tums Creek (mo stentified water quality considerations) 

Wildcat Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Dry Creek (water quality assessment stream) 


Special Status piants 
Golden buckwheat 


Special Status fish 
Redband trou 
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| APPEL C3 


| Proposed of cxussting ACEC 
Lake Radge (Alsernatves A. C, D) 


Admmmestratrvety sustable National Wiid and Soenx Rivers 
Comonmwood Creek (Alternatrve D) 
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Somseas! Oregon Resource Managemen Pian) Envirommenial Ima! Sigiemen: 


BLM allotment name KEENEY CREEK Alutment nurnier 
Matagemem category i BLM acres 
Number of pasture: 5) 17 Prrwate acres 

AMP mmpiememed No State acres 
Season of use 0401-1031 Other F eders! acres 
Actrve AUMs 7,119 Total acres 
Suspended AL"Ms 0 

Total AUMs 7119 

Exrstung grazing managemem ctyectrves 


Maram mnprove the quality of deer amchape wimter range 

Marmtam inprove the ecologx.a! condition of upland vegetative communities 
Mausmre the avasistibty of fal! green up for winter ¢oer amiclope use 
Maram mmprove the condition of mpanan vegetative Communr:tics 

Protect facies through Irvemact ¢1¢ busson 

Marntam the mmtegrity of research and study plots 


Additonal management emphasis 
Seeding (anmdrton 


Additonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP ahemat ves 
Forage demand for ODF W tig game management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitrve forage 
Surnmer W inter demand (AUM) 
Deer 100 $0 33 
Pronghorn w KO 77 
Ek 0 0 0 


Svrearms with known mpanan communes and DQ water quality consxterations (Appende [) Table [> >) 
Caben Creek (Malheur River Tributary No |) (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Basin Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Keeney Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 
( ononwood Creek (water quality assessrmenm strearn water quality bmited stream) 


Special Status plants 
Riddle s ‘uprne 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 
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j Appendac es 


BLM aslotwnenm name NYSSA AlLogment muri 10603 
Managemen cmcgory i BLM acres 67 eS 
‘umber of pastures) 16 Prewate acres 7 
AMP impiememed Ios State acres 0 
Season of use 6401-1031 Onther F edera! acres £510 
Actrve AUMs S58) Total acres 4.955 
Suspended ALM: 0 

Total AUMs 5 Bh) 


E ursteng grazing managemem obyectrves 

Maram enprove the ecology a! (madman of upland vegetative communities 
Maarimze the svasishebty of fall green up for emer dcer amclope use 
Protect facsites through brvestact 1c husson 

Marntam the mtcgrity of research and study plots 

Marta wmprove the candman of ripanan vegetatrve Communntics 


Additional management emphasis 
Seeding ( amdition 
Sage grouse habrtat 


Additional management conmsideratioms with mmplementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODE W tig game management otyectives (number of anemals) 





Competrirve forage 
Summer Wumter demand (ALUM) 
Deer 20 $0 16 
Pronghorn $$ 60) S4 
th 0 0 0 


Wiivhon teghorn sheep range 


Serearns with known mpanan communvtes and DEQ) water quality conssderatons ( Apmendi [) | able [> )) 
Rack Spring Camyon (no ientfied water quality considerations) 
(reryhee River (water quality assessment stream water quality lemied stream) 
Fletcher Crulch (water quality assessrmem stream | 


Special Status plants 
Biddle « hapene 
Solrtary milivetch 
Malheur forget me noi 
C werck 's chaenactrs 


Special Status fish 
Redhand trout 
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Semtheast Oregon Resource thanapemer Pian | Environmental impact Saiemen: 


Proposed of cursting ACEC 

Owyhee below Ge Dam (ARernatrwes C_ D) 
Dry Creek Gorge (Anernatrves C, D) 
Owyhee Views (Alernatrves C.D) 


Adrmmstratrvely surtabie Nationa! Wid and Soen« Riven 
Owyhee Riwer-4 Alternatives A. B.C. D) 
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BLM allotment nach FREEZEOUT Aloumert number 10604 
Managemen cairgory M BLM acres 129.98 
Number of pastures s) 2s Prowate acres 12,193 
AMP unpiememed 1989 State acres 2.701 
Season of use 0401-1031 Other Federal acres 147 
Actrve AUMs 11590 Total acres 145,024 
Suspended AlMs 0 
Total AUMs 11,390 
Earsteng grarmmg management otyectrves 


Maram mnprove the ecologx a! conmcmon of upland vegetatrve communmcs 
Mauimure the svaslabelity of fall green-up erthin seedings for wumter deer amciope use 
Marmtam mmprove the condmon of mpanan vegetatrve communities 

Marmtam memprove the quality of deer amtclope winter range 

Protect facies through brvest. 24 exclusion 

Marntam the imegrity of research and study plots 


Additional management emphasis 

Dry Creek WSA 

Seeding condition 

Riapanan condstion (Dry Creek, Negro Rock Canyon) 
Sage grouse 

Deer and emtelope winter range 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
| Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of anuma)s). 





Competitrve forage 
| Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 280 $0 HS 
Pronghorn &O id) 77 
Eh 0 0 0 
Within tughorn sheep range 


Srreams with known mpanan communites and DEQ water quality consderanors (Appende 1) Table [> 2) 
Negro Rock ( amyon (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Twin Springs Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Dry Creek (water quality assessment stream) 

Lower Owyhee (water quality assessment stream) 


Special Status plants 
Biddle + huprne 
Malheur forget me not 
Mulford s mili vetch 
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Seutheas! Ore por Resoun« Managemen Pian bevronmenia imma Siaiemen 


Special Sustus fren 
Redband row 


Proposed or casting ACEC 
Dry Creck Gorge 


MG@mmumestratrvety) surtabie “otrona!) Bid and Soenw Riven 
Dry Crock (ARernatrwes C. D) 
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BLM ashowner name QUARTZ MOUNTAIN 4 Loumen number 
Managemen Cairgory v BLM arn 
‘Surmiher of pastures) ¢ Preesie acres 

AMP umpicmemec No Suane acres 
Season of use ois 0815 Othe: F eders! acres 
Actrve ALMs 74% Total acres 
Suanended 4( Mi 0 

Tosa! ALUMs 74% 

E arsteng grarimg managemem obyectrves 


Marmamn enprove the ccotogn a! condmarn of upland vegetative Commun mies 
Maram mngrove the Candmon of npanan vegriatrve Communes 
Marraam enprove the quality of deer aniclape erect rargr 


Adderoma! manage men emphasis 
Dry Creek Buttes WSA_. Cedar Mountam WSA_ Owyhee Breaks WSA_ Lower Owyhee WSA 


Owyhee River ACEC 
COrwvhee NWSE 
Riparian condmon (Chwyhee River) 


Addmtrona! managemem considerations erth mmplememtation of proposed RMP shematrves 
Forage demand for ODF W tng gare management obyectives (number of amemals | 





( ommpetctrve forage 
Sumner Woomer demand (ALUM) 
Deer vw yao iM 
Pronghorn ad) $0 as 
rh 1S $ 135 
Within Paghorn sheep range 


Srearns wh known mmanan commrwtes and OF © water quality comesderatoms ( Apmemde: [) Table [) 2) 
Onwyhee River (water quality assesement stream ) 


Special Statue plants 
Sterile melivetch 
C weeck 8 chaenactes 


Special Status fish 
Redhand trou 


Proposed or existing ACE ( 
Owyhee Views (Alternatives C.D) 
Owyhee River (Abernatrve B) 
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Somsteras: (epee Resoer« thanopomen Piae bev crommerts.. ima orn 


BLM shotmer name LITTLE VALLEY 4 otmere nur oe07 
Managrmen Cairgor) u BLM acres 4 We) 
Sumber of pasture 1) 7 Preveue acres 135? 
AMP mmgycememrd i ohe Saste acres 

Seam of use 0601-1231 (Mher Fegera acres 

Actrwe ALUMs L375 Total scres 14 oe 
Suspended 4° Mi © 

Total AUMs L373 

E aratrng graring management otyec tives 


Addmemal managemen comuderatons eth emplementanon of proposed BMP shernat ye: 
Forage dernand for ODF W tng garne management obectives (murmher of animals) 





Competirve forage 
Surnener Wormer demand (ALM) 
Deer sw ti) 25 
Pronghorn 25 © 2 
rh 0 0 0 


Srrearns eo ieee cmenar commmunmes and OF) wane quality comederamoms Apmende [) Table [> >) 
( aten Creet (Malheur River Tritwtary So |) (ne identified water quality comsderations) 


Specie! Status plants 
Mathew forget me not 
Riddle 6 hupene 
Mulford 6 mulk vewh 








BLM ahoemer nar MITCHELL BUTTE 4 lume nusrther 
Managrmetr . sirgory c BLM acres 
Nurniher of pasture 5) 2 Prowatr acres 

AMP emqucmemes <0 State acres 
Seasur of use 0501-4631 Other § edera! acors 
Actrvwe AUMs S32 Toma! acres 
Suapended A\ Mi i) 

Tens! ALMs 1$2 

E arsteng grarerg managemen obyectrves 


leyprove the ec obage al Condm.on of upland vegetateee Communes 


AGdrone) Managemen emphasis 
ome 


AAdcrona! management considerations arth enpiementation of proposed BMP ahernat ves 
Fowage demand for OOF W tng game management ofyectrves (number of anemals | 





Compettrve forage 
Summer Vv orte demand (AM) 
Deer 1S 25 , 
Pronghorr 0 0 0 


rh 0 6 0 


Serrearns wot ino nanan commmanmes and OFC wane quality commderanans (Append: [) | atte [> >) 
Creviner Rrver ine identified water quality comsderations | 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
Owyhee betow the Dam (Alternat. ves A. C.D. F) 


Aderemstratively cortable Natrona! Wiid and Scemn Rivers 
Owyhee NWSR (Alternatives A.C. D) 


ie 


A rpernda os 
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Searteras: re pom Re sewr¢ Hhanapemen Par be crommernia impa Sormern 


BLM alotnern name VALE BUTTE (™® 
Managemen cargo) c 
‘umber of pasture 5! ! 
AMP emguememrc oe 
Seas of use 40! O46 
Actrwe ALMs 10 
Suapended 4. Mis 4) 
Towa! ALMs 10 
E urateng graring managemers odyectrwes 


( vstadsa! aliogmernm wrth so managemer obpe tee dent fed 


A Sf oma) managemen conphass 
None 


4 otrmets nur 


BLM acres 
Prewgte acres 

State acres 

Other Fe@ere! acres 


Tema! acres 


Addmona!l managrmenm considerations eth cnplementatarn of proposed RUMP ahernar ves 
Forage demand tor FOF W tng garne managemen ofectrves (mummbher of ancmals | 


( ornpetet ve forage 
demand (ALM) 





[heer 5 
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BLM slotmer name RADAR HILL Alowmete nusmiey 
Managemen (mirgory “ BLM acrcs 
‘Nurthe of pasture 5) } Prewgte acres 

AMP omguemerir’d 1ows Sate acres 
Scoaer of uae 0301-1231 (ithe: | egera acres 
Aotrwe AL Ms the Toma! acres 
Suapernded 4) Ms id) 

Towa! AlL'Ms the 


E npeteng gracing managemere ober trees 
Moarmam ongreret the ecoings 8 Condes of uand ergratnee Communes 


Addr emae! Managemen conghasss 
\ pland ec oboge a) ¢ onde ecm 
Seeding (omediteem 


AAdreme! Managemen Comuiderations eth rmpiemenianon of proposed RMP siterna cers 
Forage demand for CFO A ing gare managemen obyectrors (manner of anemals | 


( ommpeterve forage 





Sernener Borner demand | A\ MV) 
Deer %© 125 ‘| 
Premg tern 10 20 i 
ih $ $ as 


Sireare wrt knee cyan commmammes amd OF) wate quality) commderanems (Apqemde [) able 1) )) 
Malheur Rover (water quality assesemew circa eater quality bermrted stream | 


Special Status plage. 
Ma'heur forget me met 


ieee 


A ppencds es 
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BOM eletrerte mater BLACKJACK “omer nari Tig 
Managrmen .sirgors wt BLM acer hats 
“Surther of pastures) } Prewgtr acrrs Bi 
AMP eguecmerin’ one a 0 
Seamer of uae 0615-1015 (Pte Fodere acres san 
Actrwe Al Mee ,.. Tome acres 10 a8) 
Sampurteded 4 | Ms © 

Town! Als 1 oM 


E aeateng grazing anagemere ote ters 
Mariam engreve the quality of deer areriune © mrt “ange 
Marsan the wrargr ey of racer: and etal) pons 


KAdqome! management remhase 
| pled oc ekg a! ¢ ommdetiom 
Seeding (nme 


\Admreme) management Consserations 8 oh enplementance of pruned BMP ahernar or. 
Forage demand ter (10 WB ing gare managemen cbyer ves mumnher of enemas 





( eompetitrv: forage 
Sarvener omer demand (ALM) 
Sees ) be ba) 
Premgherr > ae 79 
ie iy UY) iy 
Spee Seats plans 


Milford 6 pre le wrt & 


Proposed or exrateng AC Fi 
Owyhee betew the Darn (Alernatwes AC OD FE) 


A denematrative!y surtatie Natmewme! Wild and So eme B vers 
COhwyhee Bower (A ernetewes A CD) 
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BOM elect nan LOVER OWVERLE 4 ote master Tig. |h 


Managrmet . srg rs v BLM acres Pil 
ures of pastures Proegte acres . <] 
AP copgqgerrrertitr o 1” Sum mores 0 
Seam of uae o3e1 11° gee beders' acres $34 
Nctrwe Al Ms 64 Tome! acres 1 7es 
Sanpete’ 4) My 0 

Teas Al Ms 44 


Farsteng grareng managrmen aye teers 
Maram mrgeret the comdeem of coparniar crgrtatrer ¢ ommeuncins 


ADT me managremen cmphes 
| planed fe ober a comdeenw 


C perwee (omderor (( hevher | 


Adc ome managrmern Comsideratoms © rypicmemiaten of peopomed FUP ehernar ors 
Fowage demand tor (IW tng gare managrmen ctwecticrs mummers of amemaels | 


( oonpetetres forage 





Searnenes one demand (A\ M4) 
Tees a‘ 6* 24 
Promygthows , © 6 
th ) 9 © 
Wither teghors sheep ange 
Prapesed or exvating AC Fi 
Owyhee below the Dam (Alternators AC OD FP) 


Rdeneetratively surctatrie Natoma! Wirid and keer RB rvere 
Owyhee Biewer (A nernatives A.C DD) 
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Southeast Oregon Resource Managemen Pian / Exvronmenial lmpaci Siatemen: 


BLM allotment name THREE FINGERS Aliatment number 10503 
Managemen Caicgory . BLM acres 1536! 
Number of pasturcis) zZ7 Private acres Pa.18 
AMP umpiememied No State acres 25M 
Season of use 0301 4228 Other Federal acres £237 
Active AUMs 9.98! Total acres 69 249 
Suspended Al'Ms 445) 

Total AUMs 144M 


Exrsting grazing management objectives 
Masmtain emprove the ecological condition of upland vegetatrve Com»munr:tics 
Marmtam emprove the condition of mpanan vegetatrve Communities 
Protect facsletes through brvestack exchuson 
Maunta:n the imtegrity of research and study plots 


Additional management emphasis 
Blue Canyon WSA., Slocum Creek WSA. Upper Leshe Guich WSA. Honeycomb: WSA 


Three Fingers HMA 
Owyhee NWSR 
Candidate plants 
Wild horses 
Bighorn sheep 


Additional management considcratons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF'W tig garne management objectives (murmber of ansmals) 


Competitive forage 





Summer W omer demand (AUM) 
Deer $50 750 298 
Pronghorn 25 is 22 
Eth 20 20 L 


Within tughorn sheep range 


Strearns eth known npanan communes and DEQ water quality consideratons (Appenda D Table D2) 
Succor Creek (water quality assessment stream) 
Carter Creek (water quality assessment stream) 
Mahogany ( reek (water quality assessment stream) 
Spring Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 


Special Status plants 
Ertter's groundse! 
Owyhee clover 
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A pepe mln €3 


Smooth blarsngstar 
Cumck's Chacnactss 
Soltary moelivetch 
Stente mul&vrich 
Gorumy rvema 


Packard s blaregstar 


Special Status fish 
Redband rout 


Proposed of cxssteing ACEC 

Ho.cyoomis (Anermatrves A. B.C, D) 
Owyhee Views (Alternatives C, D) 

Leshe Gulch (Anernatives A. B.C. D. BE) 
Coal Meme Gasm (Aernatives A. C, D) 
Mahogany Redge (Alternatives A. B.C, D) 


Owvhee River (Alhernatrve B) 
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Southeas: Oregon Resource Managemen Pian Eavrommenial impact Sia. t 


BLM eshlotmen name SPRING MOUNTAIN A Lotment muniber 


Managemen category I BLM acres 


Number of pastures) 21 Provete acres 

AMP umplememied No State acres 

Season of use 0401-1031 Other Federal acres 
Actrve AUMs 647} Total acres 
Suspend-<d AUMs 2s87 

Total AUMs 9 40 


F urstong grazing managemenm obyectrves 
Marta wmprove the ecokogx a! condition of upiand vegetative Communities 
Marstam wmprove the quality of decr antelope sinter range 
Ma:ttam mmprove the Condron of mparnian vegetative communtiies 


Protect facsbetes through brvestact e1¢ buson 


| OSG6 


4+ 4) 


Some pastures Comtammng private land are managed custedia!l with no management obpectrve ident fied 


Add:tional management emphasis 
Special Status plants 
Wiildhfe browse 


Sage grouse 
Sprning mpanan habitat 


Additional management considerations with mmplementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tng gare management otvectrves (nurmber of animals) 


( ornpetitrve forage 





Surmwner Winter demand (ALM) 
Deer 00 74 g) 
Pronghorn 7$ 24 43 
Ek 40 40 Ved) 


Swear with known npanan commurwoes and DEQ water quality consderators (Apmendia [) Table [> . 


Spring Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Carter Creek (water quality assessrment stream) 

Spring Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality consederations ) 

Spring Creek Tributary No 2 (no identified water quality consedcrations | 

South Fork Carter Creek (rbutary No | (no identified water quality considera. ons) 
South Fork Carter Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Old Mands ( reet (no identified « ater quality considerations ) 

Mahogany ( reet (no identified water quality considerations ) 


Dog Creek (no identified water quality comederations ) 
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Appends €1 


Hag Crect (mo sdcutcfied water quality coniderstecms | 

Bbustey (rect (mo sGcmefied wae guaity Comdecratumms | 

B hishey Creet Tritatzry So | (mo sdertfied water quailty Commdéerations ) 
Dong Crock Tributary Ne | (mo sdertefied ~ atcr quality commécretons | 

(hd Mands Creet Tritatary So | (mo sdemtfied water quality Comsderatems 
Thoma: C rece (mo sécnicfied water quabty comssdecrat: om ) 

W sisan Crect Tritutary So | (mo sdentefied water quality commderatoms 


W odsan Creek (mo sGentefied waar quality Comuderstoms } 


Specs! Status planets 
Uwytre ( vet 
Stervie mili vek fh 


Senoath bla rong eta 


Se aa! Status fra? 


Redhand roar 


Proposed of caretemg Af I< 


Spreng VMoustarn (Alternatives A‘ [)) 
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Someas! Oregon Resource Management Pian / Emvironmenial Impact Saaiemen: 


BLM allotmem narne MCCAIN SPRINGS Allotment number 10ses 
Managemen Category i BLM acres 9.587 
Number of pastures s! i2 Prowate acres ¢ 
AMP umpie-nemted No State acres 0 
Season of use 0401-103) Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 1.949 Tota! acres 9 sh? 
Suspended AUMs 953 

Total AUMs 2.902 


Fursteng grazemg management obyectrves 
Maintam emprove the ecologxal condition of upland vegetative communes 
Marntam mmprove the quality of deer artclope winter range 
Protect facsbtees through Irvestock cxchussion 


Additiona! management emphasis 
Jordan Craters ACEC 
Jordan Craters WSA 
RNA 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (nurnmber of anwmnals) 


Competitive forage 





Summer Winter demand (ALUM) 
Deer 75 80 28 
Pronghorn $0 sO 48 


Et 0 0 0 


Within Inghorn sheep range 


Proposed of existing ACEC 


jordan Craters (Alternatives A. B.C. DD. B) 
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Appendaces 


BLM allotment narne BIRCH CREEK Ahoumnen! number 10506 
Managemen! category j BLM acres 10013 
Nurnber of pastures) . Prevate acres 2 
AMP umpicmemed No State acres 0 
Scason of use 0301-0915. 11/-0278 Other F edera! acres 1.395 
Actrve AUMs Lov Tota! acres 11.570 
Suspended ALM: ‘on 

Total AUMs 1407 


Exssteng grarimg managemenm obyectrves 
Marrmtam improve the condmon of mpanan vegetative Communities 
Marta the ecologn a! condimon of upland vegetatrve communities 


Additional management emphasis 
Owyhee River ACEC 
Owvhee Breaks WSA. Blee Canyon WSA 


Owyhee NWSR 


Additiona) management considerations with rmplementation of proposed RMP shermatives 
Forage demand for ODE W ing garne management otyectrves (nurmber of animals) 


Competitive forage 





Summer Winter demand (ALUM) 
Deer 100 100 4° 
Pronghorn i$ i$ \4 
Eh 0 0 0 


W then Iughorn sheep range 


Srrearns with known mpanan communes and DEQ water quality comaderatoms (Append: D Table 1) 2) 
Birch Creek (no identified water qualiry considerations ) 
Owyhee River (no identified water quality considerations ) 


Special Status plants 
Ertter s groundse! 
Stenie milk vetch 


Special Status fish mm 
Redband trout 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
Orwyhee River (ARernatrve B) 
( hweyhee ews 
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Somstheas! Oregon Rescur¢ thanapemen Pian become: lmpa) asemen: 


BLM alictmem name BOARD CORRALS Allormet murniher pose? 
Managemen Category ! BLM acres $$.437 
Numiber of pasture: 5) ? Prrvate acres / 7 
AMP umpiernemod ®o Sue ares 0 
Season of use 0301 42/28 Otter Federal acres 1425 
Actrve AUMs 4,182 Total acres ti) Phe 
Suspended ALM: L778 

Total AUMs 5 oH) 


E xssteng grazing management obyectrves 
Maram wnprove the ecology al condman of upland vegetative Communities 
Marmam the mmegrity of research and study plots 
Protect facies through brvestact cachusson 


Additional management emphasis 
Three Fingers HMA 
Honcycombs WSA_. Wiidhorse Basen WSA 


Additonal management Considerations with enplementation of proposed RMP ahernatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig garne management objectives (nurmber of animals | 


( ormpetitive forage 





Summer Womter demand (ALUM) 
Deer 250 00 125 
Pronghorn sO 0 9 
Eh 0 0 0 


Within bighorn cheep range 


Srrearns with known mpanan commmnmwhes and DEQ water quality comederanorm (Append: [) Table [> 2) 
Succor Creek (water quality assessment stream ) 
Birch Creek (no identified water quality comsiderations | 
Indien ( reek (no identified water quality Comsideratrons ) 
Amtelope Creek (no identified water quality considerations | 


Special Status plants 
Stente muilkvetch 


Special Status fish 
Redand trout 


Proposed or cxvsteng ACEC 
Owyhee Views (Alternatives © 1D) 
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BLM slotmen name ROCKVILLE Aliot™men nurniher 1osos 
Managrmet (siegory ] BLM acres 22711 
‘urbe of pastures) ? Prvvate acres a7? 
AMP imgicememes ‘wo Sumte acre 0 
Season of uae 0491 1031 Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 2 the Total acres Du 
Suapended Al Mi }4as 

Total ALMs 4.13) 


E xesteng grazing manageraett obyectrves 
Marnam engrove the ecology a! cand mon of upland vegetatrve Communes 


Addmroma! management ermphar's 
Nome 


Addrtrona! management Considerations eth mnpliementation of proposed RMP ahernatrves 
Forage demand for ODF W tng gare management objectives (number of animals) 


( ommpetetrve forage 





Surnmer Wmer dernand (ALUM) 
Deer 100 Oo 4 
Pronghorn sO 7$ $2 
rh 0 6 0 


W then Inghorn sheep range 


Srrearns woth known qpanan commnuremes and DEQ water quality comaderatons ( Apmende [) Table D2) 
Pole Creet (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Mi Binde (reek (no ident: fied water quality considerations ) 


Special Status plants 
Smooth blazing star 


Stervle moelk vetch 


APpPORas o. 
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Seatheast Oe pow Resewr¢ than pomen Pian becommmernia imp Sormern 


BLM aslownere narne MAROCANY MOUNTAIN A ommene nurs Tie t) 
Managemen cairgory j BLM acres 40.14) 
Sumber of pastures) 1 Prrvate acres } har 
AMP cegmememod wo wale acres 0 
Seasor of use o325.1031 Other | edera! acres s? 
Actrwe AUMs $48) Tota! acres 44.390 
Suspended 41 Ma 2811 

Total AUMs £405 


E arsteng grazing managemen obyectrves 
Maram. menprove the quality of deer armticiope we yreer range 
Marmam engrove the ecology a! condman of upland vegrtatrve Cormmmunnics 


Addons! managemenm emphasis 
Mahogany Radge ACEC 


Ripanan habnat on Willow ( reet 


Addmonal management comsideratons with implementation of proposed RMP ahernat: ves 
Forage demand for ODF W tng gare management objectives (murmber of anrmals ) 


( ormpetit ve forage 





Surmmer Woonter demand (AUM) 
Deer 400) 24 ow 
Pronghorn 80 0 9 
a 40) 40 Ven) 


Withen nghorn sheep range 


Srrearns with known mpeanan comrmmnrtes and DEQ water quality comederanoms (Apmender 2 Tate [> >) 
Willow Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Fish ( reek (water quality assessment strearn ) 
Fish Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality ( omsiderations ) 
Fish ( reek Tributary No 2 (no identified water quality coms: derations ) 


Special Status plarits 
E rtter s groundse| 
Owyhee clover 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 


Proposed or exrsting ACES 
Chwviewe \ vows (Altermatiwes © 1D) 


Mahogany Redge (Alternatives A. BC. iD) 
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appends 1 


BLM slhownen narne SCHNASLE CREEK Lammers nastier arse 
Managrmen (aiegory “ BLM acres cam 
‘eurmiber of pastures) , Preegte acres ? 
AMP rengicmermed o State acres 0 
Seasow of une 0401-10731 Otther federal acres 4 
Actrve AlMs 1416 Total acres * 99) 
Suapended Al Ms #4) 

Total ALUM a, 


E arstomg grazing Manageme obyectrves 
Marman the ecolagn a!) condmsar of upland vegetative ( ommmunmes 
Merman mngwe ) the quality of deer amclope eimcr range 


Addrtrona! management! crphasis 
jordan Craters ACEC 


lordan Craters WSA 


Addmtronal management considerations eth implementation of proposed RMP ahernat:. es 


Fewage demand for COFFE W tng gare management obectrves (number of aromas) 


‘ ore tr rve ' wage 





Surmner Wioeeter demand Al VU 
[deer $0 60 >3 
Pronghorn 75 5 72 


Elk ‘ f) 0 


Proposed on existing Af E¢ 


lordan ( raters (ANermatives A BC DF) 


Anpendwes 17% 





heesteras! (Ore poe Reser thamcprmen Pian beormmernia imps biormern 


BLM elictmet, name TUNNEL CANYO" 4 waters muni 
Managemen  strgory ! BLM acres 
Sure of pasture 5) 2 Prewgte acres 

AMP engemenin? wo Seater acres 

Seaecr of use oy21-i291 Otther F egera! acces 
Actrwe ALMs a0 Teas! acres 
Suapended 4) Me ais 

Total ALM iow 


E arsteng graring managemete ctwectrves 
Mantam engrove the quality of deer avaciape eumer rrogr 


Addriema! management crghass 
Viidhorse Basen WSA 


Addnwma!l management considerations eth mmplementatoon @! ,. gamcd RMP ahernatves 
Forage demand for CFDF W tng gare managemen obye. owes (number of animals | 


( ommpetitrve forage 





Surnemner Amer demand (ALUM) 
Deer Pai 4) 7% 103 
Pronghorn $ ‘ is 


th 0 0 0 


W ithon nghorn sheep range 


Proposed or existing ACE 
Owyhee below the Dam (Alternatives A.C DF) 


Owyhee Veews (Alternatives C_ DD) 
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BLM sleemen name VENATOR 4 lhommere mag. der | Untetr* 
Wanagrmet (sirgory a BLM ares 21.353 
‘“eurnher of pasture 1 | ’ Pe. ae ares > 1 
AMP ompirmecmed | o¥D Same acres ”” 
Seen of use 049) 10), Onther Feeders! acres . 
Moctrwe ALM - leme! acres >» 44) 
Suspended 4) Mi 0 

Towa! ALMs - 


E nrateng grazing managemete obyectrves 
Marmam mengreve the cooing 8! Conde of upland vr griatrve Communeins 


Addrremal managemenm en phasis 


‘oom 


Addrtomas! managemen Considerations wrth empicmentation of proposed RMP ahernary es 
Forage demand for (ODF W tng gare management otyectr es (mummher of animals | 


( ornpetetrve forage 





Sunes W rer demand (4' VM) 
[dere a a) Oo TP. 
Promghorn 1O0 ) 9 
th 4 4 2? 


Strearns et known nmanar commrarwnes and OF) water quale) comesderatiems (A pmemedes [) Tate [> 2) 


Deadman ( reek (water Quality assesemen’ stream) 


a weve ~*~; 





Seethras! Ovrgor Rese « thanagemen Pia Lncormmenia bmp Steen 


BLM pliotmmetr mare 


“ane grime (wir ger 
urther if pester 5 


QP rrreperrerrin’ 
Seen of ume 


Actrwe Al Whe 
Super - od AL Mes 


Teun! aL Whee 


(ntact 4 lates nur ee 
“ BLM ares "au 
3 Prova acres ry 
” Site mY PX 
tm o™ Pita F ruber p a *rx 
ay Tome a FS “oe 
“, 





P aeeteng grazing managrmern oer trees 
Perverve the dowreard rend of upland vegmater communes 


Moarmam the ecolngu a! comdee oof upland vegriaty: ( ommncies 


Addr oma! managemenr cmghas:s 
(hewhee Breaks WSLA jordar ( raters BELA 


leordan ( raters AC PC BNA 


NAdthme managrinen! (omer ations worth cep lernettar wm 


Forage & mand for ODF W beg gare Managemen obwec tices merrier 


' 


f Pr > pro mend RMP ehernar 


> 


owt ary ie ix 


errr titrwe ’ “age 





Sarnen9 W weer demand (ALM 

1 deren "* 1 ene a 
Promg torr ‘} “s - 
; ie ¢) 

Within beghowrs sheep range 

Py wpe ne of 7 =o ef hg al r¢ 

(hwwhee Vrewse A bee atrves ( tr 

hordar ( raters Ahernatres A A I ry ; ’ 





BLM allotment name SOUTH ALKALI Allotment number 20100 
Management category: I BLM acres: 35,348 
Number of pasture(«): id Private acres 1,620 
AMP implemented: 1992 State acres 5 
Season of use: 03/01 -02/28 Other Federa! acres 56 
Active AUMs: 6,837 Total acres: 37,029 
Suspended AUMs: 767 

Total AUMs: 7,604 


improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative communities 
Maintain’ Rn ocsiliin otal | = 
Maintain the integrity of research and study plots 


Additional management emphasis: 

Wildlife browse 

Curlew habitat 

Special Status plants 

Oregon Trail 

Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives: 


Forage demand for ODFW big game management objectives (number of animals); 
\ 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 250 480 169 
Pronghorn 2s 40 27 
Elk 25 100 $63 


Streams with known nmpanan communites and DEQ water quality considerations (Appendix D, Table D-2), 
Henry Gulch (no identified water quality considerations) 


Special Status plants. 
Malheur forget-me-not 
Mulford’s milkvetch 


Proposed or existing ACEC: 
Oregon Trail 
South Alkali Sand Hills 
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BLM allotment name. ALKALI SPRING Allotment number 20101 ' 
Management category: I BLM acres 26,901 

Number of pasture(s): 18 Private acres 6,742 

AMP implemented: 1991 State acres 0 

Season of use: 03/01-02/28 Other Federal acres: 1! 

Active AUMs: $,757 Total acres: 33,654 

Suspended AUMs. 7 

Total AUMs: 5,764 

Existi : —_—— 


Maximize the availability of fall green-up for winter decr/antelope use 
Improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative communities 
Maintain/improve the quality of deer/antelope winter range 
Meintein/i ne | 


Additional management emphasis. 

None 

Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of anima!s), 








Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 175 300 110 
Pronghorn 25 40 27 
Elk 10 1S 113 


Streams with known npanan communites and DEQ water quality consideratons (Appendix D, Table D-2). 
Birch Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Dry Gulch Tributary No. 3 (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Dry Gulch Tributary No. | (no identified water quality considerations) 

Dry Gulch Tributary No. 2 (no identified water quality corsiderations) 

Dry Gulch (water quality assessment strearn) 


Special Status plants. 
Snake River goldenweed 


Proposed or existing ACEC: 
Oregon Trail (Alternatives A, C, D, E) 











BLM allotment name COTTONWOOD MIN Allotment number 20102 
Management category: I BLM acres: 33,290 
Number of pasture(s). 1S Private acres: 991 
AMP implemented. 1995 State acres. 

Season of use: 04/01-10/3! Other Federal acres: 1S! 
Active AUMs: 7,018 Total acres: 34,432 
Suspended AUMs 36S 

Total AUMs: 7,383 


Maximize the availability of fall green-up for winter deer/antelope use 
Improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative communities 
Paster Goalies 6 bi anil 

Mauntain the integrity of research and study plots 

Meintein/ Socmnitenctdeed - 


Additional management emphasis 

None 
Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives. 
Forage demand for ODF W big gare management objectives (number of animals), 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 150 250 92 
Pronghorn 60 60 $8 
Elk 10 $0 270 


Stearns with known npanan communites and DEQ water quality consderanons (Appendix D. Table D-2), 
Sheep Corral Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 
Mud Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Turner Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 
Willow Creek North Fork Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations) 
Bully Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Cottonwood Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 
Kern Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Rock Cabin Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 
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BLM allctment name. POALL CREEK Allotment number. 20103 
Management category. M BLM acres 4,080 
Number of pasture(s): 1 Private acres 363 
AMP umplemented: 1992 State acres 0 
Season of use. 04/0i-11/30 Other Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs: $89 Total acres: 4,443 
Suspended AUMs 130 

Total AUMs: 719 

Improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative communities 

Additional management emphasis. 

Riparian (Pole Ck) 


Antelope, deer, and elk winter range 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives. 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 75 125 46 
Pronghorn 10 2s 12 
Elk 1S 25 180 


Swrearns with known npanan commurutes and DEQ water quality consideranons (Appendix D, Table D-2), 
Black Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 
Pole Creek (water quality assessment stream) 
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BLM allotment name WEST BENCH Allotment number 
Management category: M BLM acres 
Number of pasture(s) 2 Private acres 
AMP implemented. 1993 State acres. 
Season of use. 04/01-10/31 Other Federal acres 
Active AUMs: 193 Total acres 
Suspended AUMs: is 

Total AUMs: 211 

Existing grazing management objectives. 

Mazntain improve the quality of deer/antelope winter range 

Additional management emphasis. 

None 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals), 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 75 125 46 
Pronghorn $ 5 5 
Elk 0 0 0 
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BLM allotment name WILLOW CR LIVESTOCK Allotment sumber- 20105 
Management category. M BLM acres 3,585 
Number of pasture(s): 3 Private acres 8&5 
AMP unplemented. 1992 State acres. 0 
Season of use 04/01-10/31 Other Federal acres SS 
Active AUMs: 492 Total acres: 3,824 
Suspended AUMs 492 
Total AUMs: 0 
Cxiat : bi 


Mauntain/improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative communities 
Mauntain the integnty of research and study plots 


Additiona! management emphasis. 

None 

Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals), 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 
Pronghorn 5 10 6 
Elk 0 0 











BLM allotment name MCEWEN Allotment number 20603 
Management category M BLM acres: 62,846 
Number of pasture(s) 9 Private acres 38,685 
AMP umnplemented 1994 State acres. 280 
Season of use. 0401-1031 Other Federal acres: 0 
Active AUMs: 6011 Total acres: 101,811 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 6011 

Existing grazing management objectives. 


Mazntain the ecological condition of upland vegetative communities 
Some pastures conmtaiming private land are managed custodial with no management objective identified 


Additional management emphasis 

Stockade Mountamn ACEC 

Jumper population increase in Stockade pasture 
Bitterbrush population and vigor for deer range 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig game management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 450 150 131 
Pronghorn 100 65 90 
Ek 2s 25 225 


Streams with known npanan communes and DEQ water quality consideratons (Appendix D. Table D-2), 
Crowley Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

South Fork Malheur River (water quality assessment stream, water quality limited stream) 
Granite Creek (watcr quality assessment stream) 

Swamp Creek (water quality assessment stream) 


Proposed or existing ACEC: 
Stockade Mountain (Alternatives A, B, C, D) 
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Jordan Resource Area 


BLM allotment name JACKIES BUTTE SUMMER = Allotment sumber 01101 


Management category M BLM acres 209.454 
Number of pasture(s) 9 Private acres 21,803 
AMP implemented | Yes State acres. 379 
Season of use 0401-1031 Other Federal acres & 608 
Active AUMs: 436 Total acres: 240.244 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs. 0 

Existing grazing management objectives. 


Mauntaim the ecological condrs0n of upland vegetative commuruties 

Maintain improve resource conditions by excluding |: vestock from sclecied arcas 
Mauntaim/ improve the condition of mpanan vegetative communities 

Mauntain the integrity of research and study plots 


Additional management emphas:s 
Jackses Butte HMA 

Owyhee River and Three Forks ACECs 
Owyhee Canyon WSA 

Owyhee NWSR 

Riparian 

Antelope winter range 
Mule deer habitat 

Rome North 1s not im grazing systern 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of anima!s). 








Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 7s 150 $2 
Pronghom 100 325 137 
Elk 0 0 0 
Within bighorn sheep range 


Svrearms with known npanan communites and DEQ water quality consideranons (Appendia D Table D2). 
Owyhee River (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Dry Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Antelope Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Crooked Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 





Special Status fish 
Redband trout 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
Owyhee River (Alternative B) 
Three Forks (Alternatives B, D, E) 


Admumstratively surtable National Wild and Scena Rivers 
Amtclope Creek (A hernatives C, D) 
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BLM allotment narne AMBROSE-MAHER Allotment number 
Management category c BLM acres 
Number of pastures) I Prowate acres 
AMP umpienemted No State acres 
Season of use 10/1S-O5/15 Other Federal acres 
Actrve AUMs $80 Total acres 
Suspended ALUMs 0 

Total AUMs: $80 

Existeng grazing management obyectrves. 


Mazntaim umprove the condstion of mpanan vegetative communities 
Marmtamn the ecological condition of upland vegetatrve communities 


Additonal management emphasis 
Owyhee Canyon WSA 
Owyhee NWSR 
Three Forks and Owyhee River ACECs 
Ripanan habriat 
Mule deer hab:tat 


Additional management considerapons with mmplermentation of proposed RMP alternatives. 
Forage dernand for ODF W tig game management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 20 $0 16 
Pronghorn 20 20 19 
Eh 0 0 0 
Within bighorn sheep range 


Sereams with known npanan communes and DEQ water quality consderanons (Appende D Table D2) 
Antelope Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 
Owyhee River (water quality assessment stream) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
Three Forks (Alternatives B, D, E) 
Owyhee River (Alternative B) 


Admumstratively sustable National Wild and Scemy K vers 
Antelope Creek (Alternatives C, D) 
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BLM allotmen name JACKIES BUTTE WINTER Alloement sumbcr 
Managemen! calegor Cc BLM acres 
‘Number of pastures) 1 Provate acres 
AMP umpicmented No State acres 
Season of use 114@1-01/31 Othe: Federal acres 
Actrve AUMs “85 Total acres 
Suspended Al Ms 0 

Total AUMs 485 

Exrsteng grazing management obyectrves 

Marmarm the ecologxal condivon of upland vegetatrve communes 

Additional manage:nent emphasis 

None 


Addrtrona! management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig gare management obyectrves (murnber of animals) 





Competitive forage 
Surnmer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer w” 230 67 
Pronghorn 49 180 ss 


20,191 
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BLM alownen name 1S-MILE COMMUNITY Allotment number 01201 
Managemert category I BLM acres 7a 
Number of pastures) 33 Prevate acres 13.501 
AMP umpiememed No Same actes iM 
Season of use 0301-1031 Othe: Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 21,146 Total acres 531,548 
Suspended AL Ms 0 
Total AUMs 21,146 
Earsteng grazing managemerm obyectrves 


Maram mnprove the ecologx al comdmon of upland vegetatrve communes 
Maram improve the Condon of mpanan vegetative Communities 
Reverse the Gownward trend of upland \ cgetatrve communmes 

Protect facies through brvestact exclusion 

Maman the imtegrity of research and study plots 

Marmarn the imegrity of en losures constructed for wridiife benefits 


Some pastures contaming private land are managed Custodial © th no management objective ident fied 


Adéitiona! management emphasis 

Bowden Hill: and Trout Creek Mountain Croup WS As 
TAE specses (fish) 

Ripanan habriat 

Bighorn habriat 

Mule deer habrar 

Antelope habriat 


Addmona! management considerations with omplementaty © of proposed RMP ahemartiyes 
Forage demand for ODF W tng game management obyectry es (number of animals) 








Competitive forage 
Summer Wimter demand Al Mo 
Deer $90 $90 249 


Srreams with known npanan communmes and OE) water quality commaderancns (Apmenden () Table (0) 
Amelope (ret (no denufied water quality considerations | 

Amelope (reet Tributary No | (ne identified water quality Considerations | 
Amelope (reet Tributary Ne 2 (ne identified water quality Considerations | 

Dry Creet (no identified water quality considerations | 

Dry Creet Tributary No | (no identified water quality Considerations | 





Fest Creet (no sdemtrfied water quality comsiderations } 

Latte Amelape Crect (no sdentfied water quality comsderstons ) 

South Fort Fish Cree’ (no sdemufied water guabty commécrabons ) 
Twetveric Crect (no identified water quality comssderations) 
Tewetvermic Creet Tritatary No | (no sdemtefied water quality Comssdcrations | 
Whachorse Creet Trittary So | (no sdertsfied water quality conssderations | 
Whachorse Crect Tributary No 2 (no sdenmtefied eater quality comsderatians) 
Whachorse Creet Tritunary No 2A (ne demtfied water guahty coms. terations | 
Whachorse Creet Tritutary So 2B (no sdemtefied water quality comsdcratons) 
Whachorse Crect Tritutary No } (no sdemtfied water quality considerations ) 
Whachorse (reet (no sdentified water quality comssderations ) 

Comorwoad Creet (no sdentfied water quality considerations) 

Oregon Canyon Creet East Fort (no sdentified water quality considerations | 
Oregon Caryon Creek (water quality assessmenm stream) 

Oregon Camyon Creet South Fort (no sdemtrfied water quality considerations ) 
Oregon ( amyon Creet West Fort (no entified water quality considerations | 
Oregon Camyon Tributary No | (no entified water quality Conseterations ) 
Oregon ( aryon Tributary No 2 (no sdentrficd water quality consr‘erations ) 
Oregon Canyon Tributary So } (no identefied water quality considerations | 
Oregon Canyon Tributary No 4 (no ier ified water quality considerations ) 
Oregon Canyon Tributary So § (ne dentified water quality considerations | 
Sheepime (amyon (no idenified water guabty considerations | 

Unnamed To South Fort Oregon ( aryon (ne identified water quality considerations ) 
Dootttie Creet (no identified w mer quality considerations) 
Dootrttie Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality Considerations ) 

F ifteenmile (reek (no wdentified water quality considerations ) 

Ange! Canyon (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Jack Creet (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Quonn River Tributary No | (no wertified water quality considerations ) 
Quenn Piver Tributary Neo 2 (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Quinn River Trt mary No } (ne identified water quality consid rations ) 
Que River Tributary Ne S (no identified water quality considerations | 
Quinn River Tributary No 6 (ne identified water quality consid -ratwns ) 
Rock (reet (ne wdent:fied water quality considerations ) 

Sumpson Creet (ne identified water qual. Considerations) 

Battie (reek Tributary No } (ne identified water quality cons derations | 
Jackson Creet Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Jackson Creet Tributary Nc 2 (no identified water quality considerations | 
Jackson (reet Middle Fort (ne identified water quality considerations ) 


Special Suatus fish 
| ahomtan cutthroat trout 


Proposed or existing ACEC 

Dry Creet Bench (Ahernatrves A.C. D) 
Whnehorse Basm (Ahernatrves BD) 
Mend: Gore Playa (Anernatrves A CD) 








Semteas: Ore pon Rescune¢ Managemen Pian bevorommenia impa Siuoemern 


A@mumstratrvely sumabie Naboma! Wid and Soon Rivers 
Oregon Canyon Creek (Alernatrve D) 
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BLM allotment name: MC CORMICK Allotment rumber 
Management category: I BLM acres: 
Number of pasture(s): 7 Private acres: 

AMP implemented: No State acres: 

Season of use: 03/20-10/31 Other Federal acres: 
Active AUMs: 6,301 Total acres: 
Suspended AUMs: 2,361 

Total AUMs: 8.862 


Reverse the downward trend of upland vegetative communities 
Maintein/ Sn cinitnatdind om 
Maintain the integnty of research and study plots 

p facilities ¢ hb li alba 


Additional management emphasis. 
T&E species (fish) 

Trout Creek Mountain Group WSAs 
Archelogy 

Riparian 

Mule deer habitat 

Bighorn habitat 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives. 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals), 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 100 75 39 
Pronghorn 30 30 29 


Elk 0 0 0 
Within bighorn sheep range 


Streams with known npanan communites and DEQ water quality considerabons (Appendix D, Table D-2), 
Doolittle Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Fifteenmile Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Sheepline Canyon (no identified water quality considerations ) 

East Fork Mine Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Payne Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

West Fork Mine Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Cottonwood Creek (water quality assessment stream) 

Cowboy Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 


58,899 
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Indian Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality consderanons) 

Indsan Creek Tributary No 2 (no sdennfied water quality consderatons) 

Indian Creek Tributary No 3 (no identified water quality consderanons) 

Lasa Creek (no identified water quality consideranons ) 

Spring Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations) 
McDermitt Creek (water quality assessment strearn, water quality lumsed stream) 
McDermitt Creck Tributary No | (no sGent:fied water quality conssderations) 
McDermuitt Creek Tributary No 2 (no sdentified water quality conssderations ) 


Special Status fish 
Lahontan cutthroat trout 


Admumstratively sustable Nationa! Wild and Scenic Rivers. 
Indian Creek (Alternative D) 
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BLM allotment narne ZIMMERMAN Allotment number 01203 
Management catcgory I BLM acres 31688 
Number of pasture(s) 10 Private acres: 1,333 
AMP umpiemented No State acres. . 
Season of use 0401-1130 Other Federal acres. 0 
Active AUMs. 5.249 Total acres: 33,029 
Suspended AUMs $22 

Total AUMs: $,771 

—_ , biecti 


Maimntain/ improve the condition of m™ =.» vegetative communes 

Manntain improve the ecologxal condition of upland vegetative communities 

Some pastures contamung private land are managed custodial with no management objective identified 
Mauntain the imtegnty of research and study plots 


Additional! management emphasis 
Trout Creek Mountam Group WSAs 
T & E species (fish) 

Riser 

Mule deer habrtat 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives. 
Forage demand for ODF W big garne management objectives (number of animals). 





Compettive forage 
Sammer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 100 7$ 3” 
Pronghorn 20 20 19 
El 0 0 0 
Within bigho.n sheep range 


Sereams with known mpanan communes and DEQ water quality consderatons (Appendn 1 Table D-2). 
Dry Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Payne Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Cowboy Creek (no identified wate: quality considerations ) 

Hot Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Mine Creek (no identified v ater quality considerations | 

McDermitt Creek (water quality assessrnemt stream. water quality limited stream) 
McDermitt Creek Tributary No } (no identified water quality considerations) 
North Fort McDermatt Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Turner Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Lane Canyon Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations) 
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Sage Creek (water quality assessment stream, water quality lumsted stream) 
Sage Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations) 
Sage Creek Tributary No 2 (no sdennfied water quality consderaions ) 


Special Status fish 
Lahontan cutthroat trout 


Admumstratrvety sustable Natona! Wild and Scenic Rivers 
McDermstt Creek (Alternative D) 
North Fork McDermstt Creek (Alternative D) 
Sage Creek (Alternative D) 

















BLM allownent name WHITEHORSE BUTTE Allotment surnber 01206 
Management category i BLM acres. 124,086 
Number of pasture(s) 10 Private acres 14,502 
AMP iumpiemented Yes State acres” 166 
Season of use 03/16-08/31 Other Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs: 9.287 Total acres: 138,754 
Suspended AUMs 1,691 

Total AUMs: 10,978 


Stabilize meadow souls 
Manage for aspen regeneration and survival 


Coyote Lake HMA 
Trout Creek Mountain Group WSAs 
T & E species (fish) 
Archeology 
Ripanan 
Mule deer habitat 
Bighorn habitat 
Additiona! management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives. 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management obyectives (number of animals). 
Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
400 400 181 
$0 $0 
0 0 





Deer 
Pronghorn 
Elk 


Within bighorn sheep range 


Streams with known npanan communes and DEQ water quality consaderabons (Appendix D, Table D-2), 
Fish Creek (no identified water quality considerrtons ) 

South Fork Fish Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Antelope Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Little Antelope Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Willow Creek (water quality limited stream) 

Little Whitehorse Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 








Southeast Oregon Resource Managemen: Plan / Environmenial Impact Siaiemeni 


Whuatchorse Creck Tributary No | (no identified water quality conmmdcratons) 
Fifteemmile Creek Tributary No | (mo identified water quality considcrsnons) 

Jaw Bone Creek Tributary No | (no dennfied water quality commderatons) 

Lower Whuatchorse Creek Tributary No | (mo sdentified water quality considerations) 
North Fork McDermutt Tributary No | (no sdennfied water quality considerations ) 
North Fork McDermutt Creek (no identified water quality conssderanons ) 

Willow Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality conmderations) 

Willow Creek Tributary No 2 (no sdent:fied water quality considerations) 

Willow Creek Tributary No 3 (no identified water quality conmderatons) 

Willow Creek Tributary No 4 (no identified water quality conssderateons) 


Special Status fish 
Lahontan cutthroat trout 


Proposed or existing ACEC: 
Whutehorse Basin (Alternatives B, D) 
Little Whitehorse Creek (Alternatives A, B, C, D) 


Admunistratrvely surtable Nationa! Wild and Scenic Rivers: 
North Fork McDermutt Creek (Alternative D) 
Doolittle Creek (Alternative D) 

Little Whitehorse Creek (Alternative D) 
Whitehorse Creek (Alternative D) 

Willow Creek (Alternatives C, D) 
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BLM allotment name ALBISU-ALCORTA Allotment mumber 01304 
Managemen cairgory “ BLM acres 4.12 
Number of pasturcis) 5 Prowate acres: 783 
AMP uenpiermemted Ya State acres. 0 
Season of use G¥16-10/15 Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs | 006 Total acres. 14,905 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs | G06 

Masntam improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative communities 

Addimona! management emphasis 

None 


Addmonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage dernand for ODF W tig game manager ‘nt obyectrves (murmber of ansmals). 








Competitive forage 
Surnmer Wimer demand (AUM) 
Deer 10 $0 14 
Pronghorn i$ 1s 14 
Eh 0 0 0 
Within taghorn sheep range 


Sereams with known npanan communes and DEQ water quality commderanons (Append D Table D2) 
Shearing ( orral Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Tenmule Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Tenmile Creek Tributary No 2 (no dentfied water quality considerations) 

Tenmile Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

















Sousheas! Ore pon Resource Managemen: Pian / Environmenial Impact Siaiemen: 


BLM eliotmen name LOUSE CANYON Allotment number 01307 
COMMUNITY 
Managemen caicgory “ BLM acres 132,906 
Number of pastureis) $ Private acres 14“ 
AMP umpiememed No State acres 23 
Season of use 6301-1031 Other Federal acres 738 
Actrve AUMs 11,533 Total acres 136,131 
Suspended AUMs 0 
Total AUMs 11,333 
Exsstong graring management obyectives 


Masmam improve the ecological condition of upland vegetative communis 
Maumtam ‘emprove the condition of mpanan vegetatrve communities 
Mausmtam the imegrity of research and study plots 


Upper West Little Owyhee WSA 
Owyhee River ACEC 

Owyhee NWSR 

PR ipanan 


Additional management considerabons with implementation of proposed RMP ahernet: ves, 
Forage demand for ODF W tig game management objectives (number of animals). 


Competitiy: forage 
Summer Wimer demand (AUM) 
Deer 180 20 % 


Pronghorn 0 0 47 
Eh 0 0 0 





Within bighorn sheep range 


Seearns with known npanan commutes and DEQ water quality consaderanons (Appenda 1D Table 2) 
Owyhee River (no sdentified water quality considerations ) 

Pole Creek (no identified water quality consideratons ) 

West L ete Owyhee River (water quality assessment stream ) 

Field Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Pole Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations) 
Cavreta Creet (no dentfied water quality considerations ) 

Deep Creet (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Jack Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Lake Fort (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Massey ( anyon (no identified water qualiy considerations ) 

Pole Creet Tributary No 2 (no identified water quality considerations) 





Pole Creek Tributary No 3 (no séentsfied water quality commécranons ) 

Steer Caryon (no séentfied water quality comsadershons ) 

Steer Canyon Tributary No | (mo sdemtfied water quality considerations ) 

Steer Camyon Tributary No 2 (mo sdemtfied water quality conmécranons) 

West Lattle Owyhee River Tributary No | (mo sdemmfied water quality conmderations) 
West Lattice Owyhee River Tributary No 2 (no sdemufied water quality considerations ) 
West Lattle Owyhee River Tributary No 3 (mo sdentfied water quality considerations ) 
St Marten Creek (no sdenufied water quality conmdersbons ) 

Amelope Creek (water quality assessment stream) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
Owyhee River (Ahernatrve B) 











Sousheas! Ore pom Resource Managemen Pian / En vironmenia: Impact Siaiemen: 


BLM allotmem name TEN MILE Allotmen number 
Management cairgory Mo BLM acres 
Number of pastures) 1 Provate acres 
AMP umpiememied No State acres 
Season of use Owié-Oo'15 Other Federal acres 
Actrve AUMs 664 Total acres 
Suspended AUMs 6 

Total AUMs: 64 

Exrstung grazing management objectives: 

Marntaim the ecological condpon of upland vegetatrve communes 

None 


Additonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODFW tig gare management objectives (number of animals). 


Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
5 $ 2 


Deer 
Pronghorn is i$ 14 
Eh 





3,568 




















BLM aliotment name BLACK HILL Allotment mute 
Management caicgory Cc BLM acres 

* weber of pastures) ! Private acres 

/ MP umpiememed No Sue acres 
Season of use 111 412/28 Other Federal acres 
Actrve AUMs No Total acres 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs 0 

Exstong grazing managemenm objectives 

Maintain the ecologxal condmon of upland vegetatrve communities 

Additional management emphasis 

None 


Additona! management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig garme management objectives (number of ansmals ). 


Competitive forage 
Surmnmer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 5 $ 2 


Pronghorn 1$ 25 16 
Elk 0 0 0 





Serams with known npe an communutes and DEQ water quality conmdersnons (Appende DT able D2). 
Crooked Creek (water quality assessment stream) 


28.217 














Semacteas: Ore por Rescue thancpemen Prat br rommernia imps armen 


BLM shower: name ANDERSON AOtmeTe namie 
Managemen cairgory M BLM acres 
“urmber of pastures | 5 Prewate acres 

AMP empicmenec No Suet aon 

Season of use 0301-9731 Othe Feeders! acres 
Actrve AUMs 7 te Total acres 
Suapended Al Mi 0 

Towsl AUMs Pala! 

E arstamg grarng Managemen otyectrves 


lenge owe the ecologxcal comdmorn of upland vegrurree Communmes 
Protect facslue. through brvestact ¢2c husson 
Marra improve the Conémon of mpenan vegriatre Communities 


Additional managemem emphasis 
Owyhee River ACEC 
Owyhee Canyon WSA 
Owyhee NWSR 
Managemen of Junction Reservow and West | ite Owyhee stream exc iosures undefined 


Additonal management Comssdersnons eth omplememtanon of proposed RMP ahemarnvrs 
Forage demand for ODF W tag game management obmect ves (number of anemmals | 


Compeuuve forage 
Summer Womter demand (AUM) 
Deer 2s «© 17 
Pronghorn 45 20 ” 
rx 9 0 0 
Wither bighorn sheep range 


Serrars w0 known qpenan commmunmes ano OFC water quality consderanare Agent: [) Tati (0) 
Onwyhee River (ne identified water quality considerations | 

Tapper (reet (no identified water quality considerations) 

West Lite Owyhee River (ne identfied water quality Considerations) 


Special Status fish 
Redband vou 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
Owyhee River (Anernatrve B) 
Topps Creet Bute (Ahernetves ACD) 


Adrrumatratively surtable Natrona! Wild and & na Rivers 
Ametope Creet (Ahernatrves ( D) 


Appendwes 204 


39.319 


eJZ& 


39 480 

















BOM alocrmete nar STAR VALLEY eaten nase 0) 4a) 
COMMUNITY 

Managr-nem catrgory u BLM acres 1258 

Nurmi of pasture 1 ‘ Pree acres, “ 

AMP omgurmemec Ne Sut aon 0 

Season of uae 031 - 1031! (Weer federe acres 0 

Actrwe AlMs 6) Team! acres 190,328 

Sunpernarc 4) Ma 0 

Tonal ALUM: Owl 

Earstong graring managemers obyecuves 

Moarmam emgroee the eootoge a Condmar of upland vegrue? Comeun nies 

AGE ema! mana’ - men emphasis 

Owyhee Brver ACEC 

Owyhee Camyon WSA Upper West Latie Owyhee WEA Lootow Bune WEA 

Owyhee NWSR 


Addr emai managemen Considerations wrth umpiemenanar of proposed BMP sherman ves 
Forage demand for OOF W tng game managemen! ohmectives (murniner of anomals) 


C ompewuve forage 
Sueemer woe demand (ALM) 
Deer 25 © 5 


Pronghorh ” © % 
ta 0 0 0 





then nghort sheer range 


Serer 90 inemen qpenan communes and OQ) wie quaity comssdermmens Appercdes [) Table [> 2). 
Cryer Brver (ne identified water quality considerations | 

Topper (eet one ident fed water quality conederstions 

West Latie Onryiee River (ne identified water quality consuderancns | 

Dect ( reeb ime eden fed eater quality canssderstions | 


Specie Status plants 
Devis peppergrass 
Spec Status fah 

Redhend trent 


Proposed or exrstimg ACEC 
Owyhee River (Ahernenve B) 

















Seasthcas: Ore pom Rasen ¢ thanapemen Piast Levirommernia img Secrmrn 


BLM shower: name SHEEPSHEAD Aloament number 10782 
Managrmet: cairgory v BLM acres 132,037 
“urmber of pasture 1) actus, 6 unfenced use areas Prevaae acres 1oa2 
AMP onguememio’ No Sur acorn 2 
Seasor of use 031 2228 Other Foeders! acres 0 
Actve AUMs ) 669 Tosa! acres 133,741 
Suanendec 4 My © 
Towel ALMs ioe 
F xesteng grareng managemers otyectves 


Promect fax shtses Ghrough brvestact 2c bussor 

Maran the ecolingx a! Condmor of upland vegriatee Commmunnirs 
Maram engrove the Candcior of mpanarn vegriatree Commun. tes 
Maram the wmegrity of research and study plots 


Addrional Managemen emphasis 

Sheepshead and Sand Springs HM As 

Sheepshead Moura (roup WS A Saddle Bune WS A Sheepshead Moumtarn Croup WA 
( alforma tughor? sheep 

Mule deer haber 


Addmonal management! considerations with ymplementanon of proposed RMP sherman ves 
Forage demand for DFW ing game management obyectives (mumnber of anemais) 


Compettrve torage 
Surnemer Woomer demand (ALUM) 





Serrarns eth knee qpenan communes and ORC) water qguairy commmieramers | Apmeneen [) Tabi (0) 
Reyegrens (reek ine cdererfied water quality comsderanens | 

















BLM allotment name BARREN VALLEY Aliotment number 
Management caicgory: M BLM acres: 
Number of pasture(s): 2 Private acres: 

AMP umpiemented: No State acres. 

Season of use: 1101-0331 Other Federal acres: 
Active AUMs: 204 Total acres: 
Suspended AUMs: 0 

Total AUMs: 204 

Existi biecti 


he Ricin Cn cuiiieh ceiiien oiiiient ; - 
Meintein/i Reese atin ' - 

None 

Additional management consideratons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 25 25 11 
Pronghorn 0 25 5 
Elk 0 0 0 


Sweams with known npanan communites and DEQ water quality consaderatons (Appendix D, Table D-2). 
Dry Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 


12,915 











Southeast Oregon Resource Manapemen: Plan / Exvirommenial Impact Sictemen: 


BLM allotment name BOWDEN HILLS Allotment number 10803 
Management category Mw BLM acres: 52,609 
Number of pasture(:) I Prowate acres” 224 
AMP umplemented None State acres. 0 
Season of use 01/17-4931 Other Federal acres 113 
Actuve AUMs. 1,927 Total acres: 84,965 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 1,927 


Mauntain the imtegnty of enclosures constructed for wildlife benefits 


Bowden Hills WSA 


Forage demand for ODF W tig gare managemen: objectives (number of animals). 





Compettive forage 

Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 100 150 $7 
Pronghorn 100 130 105 


Svreams with known mpanan oummunites and DEQ water quality consaderatons (Appendia D. Table D-2). 
Rattlesnake Creek (water quality assessment stream) 

















BLM allotrnent narne COYOTE LAKE Alloument number 


Managemen! category M BLM acres: 
Number of pastures) 0 Private acres: 
Season of use 11Mi-Ov15 Other Federal acres: 
Acuve AUMs: 3.1% Total acres: 
Suspended AUMs 381 

Total AUMs: ) 

Alvord Desert WSA 

Coyote Lake HMA 


Additonal management consideratons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives. 


Forage dernand for ODF W tig garne management obyect:ves (number of anima's). 





Competitive forage 
Deer $0 125 4) 
Pronghorn 7S 120 80 
Elk 0 0 0 
Special Status plants: 
Davis’ peppergrass 
Solitary milkvetch 











Southeast Oregon Resource Managemen: Pian / Environmental Impact Siaiemen: 


BLM allotment name CROOKED CREEK Allounent number 
Managemen: category Cc BLM acres: 
Number of pasture(s) l Private acres: 

AMP implemented No State acres. 

Season of use. 111-0228 Other Federal acres: 
Active AUMs: 44 Total acres: 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs. 144 

None 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODFW big game management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 10 10 $ 
Pronghorn $0 $0 48 
Elk 0 0 0 


Streams with known npanan communites and DEQ water quality consderabons (Appendix D, Table D-2). 
Bone Creek (no identified water quality consideratons ) 
Crooked Creek (water quality assessment stream) 
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BLM allotment narne EAST COW CREEK Allotment number 
Management caicgory M BLM acres: 
Number of pasture(s) 16 Private acres: 

AMP umpiemented. 1976 State acres. 
Season of use 04/01-11/30 Other Federal acres: 
Active AUMs: 6.444 Total acres: 
Suspended AUMs 1,715 

Total AUMs: 8,159 

xieti biecti 


Reverse the downward trend of upland vegetative communities 
Mazntam the integnty of research and study plots 


Additional management emphas:s. 
None 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives: 


Forage demand for ODFW big game management objectives (number of animals), 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 250 175 95 
Pronghorn 100 150 105 
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Southeast Oregon Resource Managemen: Plan / Exvironmenial Impact Siciemen: 


BLM allotment name BOGUS CREEK Allotment number 10904 


Management caicgory Cc BLM acres: 3060 
Number of pasture(s) I Private acres. 283 
AMP umpiemented No State acres: 0 
Season of use 02/16-03/31 Other Federal acres: 1297 


Active AUMs. 250 Total acres: 4640 


Suspended AUMs 0 
Total AUMs: 250 


Exists ' biecti 


Lower Owyhee WSA 
Owyhee River ACEC 
Owyhee NWSR 
Cultural (Potter Cove) 
Ripanan habitat 


Additional management considerations with rmplementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big garne management objectives (number of animals), 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 125 150 63 
Pronghorn 100 150 105 


Within bighorn sheep range 
Seams with known npanan communites and DEQ water quality consderanons (Appendia D_ Table D-2). 
Bogus Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Owyhee River (no identified water quality considerations) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 


Proposed or existing ACEC: 
Owyhee River (Alternative B) 


Appendices - 212 








BLM aliowmem name OLIVER Allotment mumiber 10905 
Managemen caiegory M BLM acres: 20,953 
Number of pastures) 2 Private acres S73 
AMP umpicmemec No Suse acres 165 
Season of use 040) 09 Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs bod Total acres 23,392 
Suspended ALMs 0 
Total AUMs. Ste 
Exssting grazing managemenm objectives” 


Marmain the ecologxal condition of upland vegetatrve communities 


Misionsl ) — 
Jordan Craters WSA 

Jordan Craters ACEC 

Olever West 


Additiona) management consideratons with implementation of proposed RMP shernatives 
Forage dernand for ODF W big garne management objectives (nurnber of anemals). 





Competitive forage 
Surnmer Wiomer demand (AUM) 
Deer $0 73 29 
Pronghorn 00 100 oF 


0 0 0 
Svreams with known npanan commutes and DEQ water quality conmderanuns (Appenda D Table D2) 
Upper Cow Creek Lake (water quality assessment stream) 


Proposed or existing ACEC. 
Jordan Craters (Alternatives A, B,C, D, E) 
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Somaeas: Orepom Resour ¢ bhanapemen: Pian bLevirommeria lmga: Siaiemen 


BLM alotnen narne MORCOM Aloumen number 
Managemen Calicgory c BLM acres 
Number of pastures) 2 Prevete acres. 
AMP ummiermemenc No Sume acres 
Season of use 11@1-0¥31 Other Federal acres 
Actrve AUMs 220 Totrl acres 
Suspended ALM 0 

Total AUMs 220 

Mar:mam the ecological condémon of upland vegetatrve communities 

Adémona! management emphasis 

Lower Owyhee WSA, Owyhee Breaks WSA 

Owyhee NWSR 

Owyhee River ACEC 

Ripanan 


Addinona! management consideratons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives. 
Forage dernand for ODFW tig garne management objectives (nurnber of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 35 73 2% 
Promghor 10 10 10 
Eh 0 0 0 
Within taghorn sheep range 


Sevars eth known npanan communes and DEQ water quality consderanors (Appende [) | abie [> 2) 
Owyhee River Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerathons | 
Onwyhee River Tributary No 2 (no iaentified water quality Considerations | 


Special Status plants 
Ermer 's groundse! 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 


Proposed or existing ACEC 


Owyhee River (Alternatrve B) 
Owyhee Views (Ahernatives C, D) 
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BLM aslotrnem narne WROTEN Abgemen mumiber 
Managemen cairgory I BLM acres: 
Number of pastures) $ Provate acres: 

AMP umpiememed No Sume acres 
Season of use 0401-1130 Othe: Federal acres 
Actrve AUMs 24 Total acres: 
Suspended Al Ms 330 

Towal AUMs 2 

Exrsteng grazing management objectives: 


Marmasn improve the ecologx.al condman of upland vegetative com™munmes 
Reverse the downward trend of upland vegetative communmes 
Masmarm wnprove the condition of npanan vegetatrve Communes 


Addmona! management emphasis: 
Ripanan 


Adémonal management consideraons with implementation of proposed RMP ahernatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big garne management objectives (number of animals). 





Compettrve forage 
Surnmer Wimer demand (AUM) 
Deer 2s sO 17 
Pronghorn “0 “0 Mu 


Sreams wth known npanan communes and DEQ ware quality consaderators (Appenda 2 Table D2) 
Obicken Creet (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Ohcken Creet Tributary No | (no idennfied water quality considerations ) 
Chicken Creet Tributary No 2 (no identified water quality considerations) 
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Scutmeas: Ore pom Resource hhanapemen Pian Lavirommenio. ipa: Siaiemen: 











BLM allounem name WILLOW CREEK Allogment number 11004 
Managemen catcgory I BLM acres. 68 690 
“umber of pasture: 5) is Prowate acres” Li” 
AMP umpiememed Ya ‘State acres: $2 
Season of use 040! 083) Other Federal acres: 1422 
Actrve AUMs 0,521 Total acres: 72.564 
Suspended AU'Ms 1639 

Total AUMs 12,160 


Mausntain improve the ecologxal condit-on of upland vegetative communes 
Reverse the downward trend of upland vegetative communes 
Marta: improve the condition of npanan vegetatrve communities 


Additonal management emphasis 
Owyhee River ACEC 
Owyhee NWSR 
Owyhee Canyon WSA 
Deer winter area 
R ipanar 





Additonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig gare management objectives (number of anumals ). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Wimter demand (AUM) 
Deer 100 25 27 
Pronghorn 7S 73 72 
Ek 0 25 113 
Wither range of bighorn sheep 


Seeams eth known npanan communmes and DEQ water quality consxi-ranors (Appenda 1D Table [> 2) 
Willow ( reet (no identified water quality considerations) 
Coburn Creet (no ident fied water quality considerations ) 
Spring Branch Creek (no wdentified wa' 1 quality considerations ) 
Horse Creet (no identified water qual y considerations) 
Tapper Creet (no identified water quality considerations ) 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
Owyhee River (Alternatrve B) 
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BLM allotment name BIGHORN Aliatment numer 

Management calcgory M BLM acres 

Number of pasture(s) 5 Provate acres 

AMP umpiememec Yea Suse acres 

Season of use 0408-1231, Othe: Federal acres 
Owis-1231 

Active AUMs 1600 Total acres: 

Suspended AU Ms 0 

Total AUMs: | G60 

Existing grazing management objectives 

Mauntain the ecologxal condinon of uplans | coger. ¢ Wammunites 

Additional management emphasis 

Owyhee River ACEC 

Owyhee NWSR 

Owyhee Canyon WSA 


Addmonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig game managernent objectives (number of ansmals). 





Compettn ¢ forage 
Surmmer Wimer demand (AUM) 

Deer 10 20 7 
Pronghorn 10 45 16 
Ex 0 0 0 

Within tighorn sheep range 

Special Statue fish 

Redband trout 

Proposed or existing ACEC 
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Svmeteras: Ore pom Rascour¢ bhanepomen Pia bLevirommenia imjia Siam 


Managemen cairgory c BLM acres 
“umber of pasture 5) I Prewme acres 
AMP umpicrnemed Sone Sumer acres 
Season of use Lomde? med Omme: Feeders! acres 
Acuve AUMs w! Tota! acres 
Suspended Al Mi 0 

Total AUMs I 

Exosteng grazing Managemen otyectrves: 

Marmarn the ecologx.a! Comdémorn of upland vegriatee Communes 
AG6mona managemen emphasi 

Mule deer eomer range 


Addmona! management considerations wrth implementation of proposed BMP ahermnar ves 
Forage demand for OOF W tng game management obyect)ves (number of anemals |) 





C ompetrrve forage 

Suen winter demand (AUM) 
Der 35 od Pa) 
Pronghorn $0 7s 53 
0 0 


Serars et imowr qpenan comenunmes and OQ water quality comexteramers Appenden () Tatie (0) 
Jordan ( reet (water qualiTy assessmen! stream) 
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BLM elotmen nate ROME [INDIVIDU aL ALoumen number 
Managemen caargory Cc BLM acres 
Neurmiber of pasture 1) / Prove acres 
AMP emguememec wo Sume acres 
Season of use nde foneg Other Feeders! acres 
Actrve AU Ms % Total acres 
Scapendec 4. Ma 6 

Tous! AUMs a) 

E aysteng grareng managemen obyectves 

Maran the ¢ ofogn a Condo of upland vegriatree Communes 

Addrioma! management emphasis 

Nome 


Addmome management! consdersvons ert umplememanor of proposed RMP ahernatves 
Forage demand for OOF W tng game management obec tives (number of anemals) 





( ompettrve forage 
Sumner omer demand (41M) 
Deer 3S «© 20 


Pronghorn is i$ 4 
rm 0 0 0 


Sarearrs #10 ineren penn communes and ORC) wane quality conesderanors (Appenden [) Table (> 2) 
Jordan (reek (no wdent fied water quality considerations | 


Specie) Suatus fish 
Bedhand row 
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Seether Orr pon Resour ¢ thamepomen Pua bevoremmenio ima Siemon 





BLM s.ommete narne WHITENORSE Alwamen numer 1008 
Managrmen Cairgory i BLM acres 246,195 
“umber of pasture 1) 2 Prewatr acres: me] 
AMP imgnememinc Ya Sum acres 2 
Seasor of use O48 Ge 15 Other Feders! acres | oO 
Actve AUMs 4.91 Tous! acres 2871 
Suspended Al Ma 0 

Toul AUMs 4.9! 

F arstamg grazing managemen otmectves 

improve the ecotogx.al comémoe of upland -tgritrve communtiies 

AGEm ona) Managemen! emphasi 

Three Forks and Owyhee River ACECs 

Owyhee NWSR 

Owyhee Canyon WSA 


Addmona! managemen comssderatx na with umplemenation of proposed RMP shemartves 
Forage demand for (OF W tng game managemen! obyectives number of anomals) 
Competitive forage 
Summer Woomer demand (AUM) 
bf) 
Ca 
0 





Within aghorn sheep range 


Sarees wh newer qpanan communes and DEQ waren quality consderanons (Appende [) Tatie [> 2) 
Owyhee River North Fort (no identified water quality considerations ) 


Special Satus fish 
Redhand rout 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
Tiwee Forks (Ahernatives B.D, E) 
Owyhee River (Ahernanve B) 

















BLM allounent name: PARSNIP PEAK Allotment number 
Management category: Cc BLM acres: 
Number of pasture(s) I Private acres: 

AMP umplementod: No State acres: 

Season of use: Undefined Other Federal acres: 
Active AUMs: 126 Total acres: 
Suspended AUMs. 0 

Total AUMs: 126 

Additional management emphasis. 

None 


itionsl —— — | RMP a} = 


Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 100 170 62 
Pronghorn 1S 0 12 


1,752 
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Southeast Oregon Resource Managemen: Plan / Environmenial impaci Siaiemeni 


Management category c BLM acres. 
Number of pasture(s). 1 Private acres: 
AMP implemented State acres. 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres: 
Actrve AUMs: i78 Total acres: 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 178 

Existi , biectiver: 

Additional —s 

None 


Additional ement conziderabons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives. 


Forage demand for ODF W big game management obyectives (number of animals). 





- ive farage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 

Deer 35 $0 20 

Pronghorn 75 73 72 

Elk 0 0 0 


7,232 








BLM allotment name ANTELOPE INDIVIDUAL Allotment number 


Management category c BLM acres. 
Number of pastureis) I Private acres. 
AMP unpiememed No State acres. 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres. 
Active AUMs “4 Total acres. 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs. $4 

Existing grazing management objectives” 

Mauntain the ecological condition of upland vegetative communities 
Additiona) management emphasis 

None 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives: 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management obyect:ves (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Surnmer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 35 $0 20 
Pronghorn is 15 i4 
Ek 0 0 0 


Streams with known npanan communites and DEQ water quality conmderabons (Appenda D. Table D-2). 
Jordan Creek (water quality assessment stream) 








Southeas! Oregon Resource Managemen: Plan / Environmental Impaci Siaitemeni 


BLM allotment name MILLER INDIVIDUAL Allotment number 
Management category Cc BLM acres: 
Number of pasture(s) 1 Private acres: 

AMP umpiemented. None State acres. 

Season of use. Undefined Other Federal acres: 
Active AUMs 117 Total acres: 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 117 

ditional — 

None 


Additonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives: 


Forage demand for ODF W big gare management objectives (number of animals ). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter dernand (AUM) 
Deer 35 $0 20 
Pronghorn 1s 1s 14 








BLM allotment narne DANNER INDIVIDUAL Allotment number 


Management category c BLM acres: 
Number of pasture(s) i Private acres: 

AMP umplemented None State acres 

Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres. 
Active AUMs. 33 Total acres: 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 33 

Existing grazing management objectives. 

Manzntain the ecological condition of upland vegetatrve communites 

None 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives: 


Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of anomals ). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 35 $0 20 
Pronghorn 10 10 10 


11013 








Southeast Oregon Resource Management Plan / Exvironmenial Impaci Siaiemen: 


BLM allotment name CHERRY CREEK Alloumemt number 11014 
Management cairgory c BLM acres: 4 
Number of pasture(s) I Private acres. 0 
AMP umpiemented None State acres) 0 
Season of use 04/0806 15 Other Federal acres. 0 
Acuve AUMs. od Total acres: 824 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 0 

Owyhee NWSR 


Additonal management consideratons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives: 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 7$ 10 18 
Pronghorn 15 0 12 
0 0 0 


Sveams with known npanan commurutes and DEQ water quality commderanons (Append D. Table D-2). 
Cherry Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Owyhee River North Fork (no identified water quality considerations) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 








BLM allotmenm name LITTLE ANTELOPE Alounemt number 
Managemen caircgory c BLM acres 
Number of pastures) i Prowate acres: 
AMP unpliememed None Sue acres 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres 
Actrve AUM« 10 Total acres 
Suspended ALM: 0 

Total AUMs 109 

Existeng grazing management obyectrves: 

Miarmtasn the ecological condition of upland vegetative communities 

Addiona) management emphasis 

None 


Addition | management consideratons with implementaton of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage dernand for ODF W tig game management objectives (nurnber of animals). 


Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 


Deer 25 65 21 


Pronghorn 5 0 4 
Elk 0 0 0 





3 








Semtheas! Ore pom Resour « bhanspement Pian La virommenio lmpac: Susiemen: 


BLM aliowmen narne SHERBURN Allotment number 11303 
Management caacgory uv BLM acres, 45.338 
Number of pasture: 5) $ Provete acres $% 
AMP umpiememed Ya Sume acres 0 
Season of use 0301-1130 Othe: Federal acres 0 
Acuve AUMs 3,771 Total acres. 459s 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 3,771 

Maurtam the ecological condition of upland vegetatrve Communities 

Adémona!l management emphasis 

Bighorn sheep habctat 


Addimonal management considerations with implementation of p. posed RMP ahermatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig gare management obyectrves (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 

Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 7S $0 28 
Pronghorn 73 0 9 


Within bighorn sheep range 


Srrearmns with known npanan communes and DEQ water quality consaderanoms (Appende (1) Table 2) 
Cottonwood Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Quinn River Tributary No 4 (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Tenmile Creek Tributary No } (no denufied water quality considerations ) 
Tenmuile Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Amtelope Creek Tributary No 2 (no identified water quality considerations ) 
Hansen Fiat Creek (no dentified water quality considerations ) 

Tenrmie Creek Tributary No 4 (no identified water quality considerations) 
Trail Creek 

Trail Creek Tributary No. |! 

Trail Creek Tributary No. 2 

Trail Creek Tributary No. } 








BOM aslioemem narne EIGUREN ALOUmer mummies 
Managemen Category M BLM acres 
‘Numiber of pastures) 7 Preven: acres 
AMP unpicmemes Ya Sumer acres 
Season of use 6305- 11/31 Other Feeders! acres 
Actrve AUMs s.- Total acres 
Suspended Al Ms 0 

Totsl AUMs 5.709 

Earsteng grazeng managemen obvectrves 


Mauna emprove the ecologx a) Canéman of upland vegetatrve communmtes 
Maram enprove the Condémar of npanan vegetatrve Communes 
Maram the megrty of en iosures constructed far we iidi fe benefits 


Addons! managemen: emphasis 
Bighort sheep haba: 


Adémonal managemen Consideranons eth umplemematon of proposed RMP shematives 
Forage demand for (0 W tug garne management object: ves (number of anumeais) 





Compettrve forage 
Surnener Women demand (AUM) 
Deer 7S sO 28 
Pronghorn 0 45 6) 
Eh 9 0 0 
Within tighorn sheep range 


Serarms with known npanan communmes and OF warner quailty comsadermons (Appende: () Tabte 2) 
Amiclope (reet (no identified water quality considerations) 
L etle Rattlesnake ( reet (no identified water quality considerstions ) 
Rariesnake ( reet (water quality assessment stream) 


Admumetratvely surtable Nationa! Wild and Scenn Rivers 
Rattlesnake Creek (A hernatrve D) 


67,765 








Soutteasi Ore pon Resource thanspemen Pian Envirommenia impacs Sasemen 


BLM eslownen name CAMPBELL Alotment numer 11306 
Managemen Calngor M BLM acres i938 
‘Nurmber of pasture 5) , Prewate acres he 
AMP ompiernemec No Suae acres 0 
Season of use 0301-1015 Other Federal acres 0 
Acuve AUMs 4514 Total acres: 199,821 
Svapendec 4) Ma 0 
Total AUMs 4514 
Excstang gracing management obyectrves 


Masntam the ccologxal condmon of upland vegetatrve Communmes 
Marmam the imegrity of research and study plots 

Marmaun enprove the condman of npanan vegetative com@mnureties 
Prosect facshmes through Irvestoct ¢1< husson 


Addr ona) managemenm emphasis 
Owyhee NWSR 
Upper West Lathe Owyhee WSA, Owyhee Canyor WSA 
Bighorn sheep haba: 


Additional managemen (onsderanons eith umplementation o/ proposed RMP aliernatives 
Forage demand for ODF W thg game management objectives (nurmber of animals) 





Compettive forage 
Surnmer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 10 10 5 
Pronghorn 100 80 5 
Eh 0 0 0 
Within baghorn sheep range 


Swear eth known npanan communes and DEQ water quality consadersnors (Appenda 1) Table 2) 
Antelope (reek (water Quality assessment stream) 

Amelope Creet Tributary No 6 (no identified water quality considerations) 
Field (reek (no sdentified water quality conssderations ) 
Antelope Creet Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations) 
Ametope Creet Tributary No 2 (no identified water quality considerations) 
Antelope (reet Tributary No } (no identified water quality considerations | 
Antelope Creet Tributary No 4 (no identified water quality considerations | 
Amtelope Creet Tributary No § (no sdentfied water quality considerations | 
Steer Canyor Tributary No ) (no sdentfied water quality considerations) 
Tres! Creek (no sdentified water quality considerations | 

Weer | itmie Owyhee River (water quality assessment! stream | 




















AQmumsv atively surtatie Nationa! ¥ id and Soemk Riven 
Antelope Crock (ARernatives C_ D) 
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BLM shounen: name SADDLE BUTTE Alonmers masse 2OweS 
Managemen Cargory v BLM acres 173,579 
Number of pasture 5 7 Prewate acres bhee 
AMP umpiernemio’ Same acres 62) 
Season of use 1141-433! Other Feeders! acres 42” 
Actrve AUMs 6.426 Toss! acres 189.2% 
Swapended AL"Ms 

Total AUMs 

E arstang grazing managemen otyectrves 


Mauna the ecologn a) condor of upland vegetatryt (omenunnies 
Maram the omegrity of research and stud) plots 


Adédmona) managemen crphasis 
Sand Springs HMA 
Lower Owyhee WSA Saddle Bume WSA 
Owyhee NWSR 
Owyhee River and Saddle Bune Leva Tubes ACEC: 
Specs Sutus plants 
RB panar haber 
Amtcione wmier range 
Calforma tighorn sheep 


Additonal management considersuons with implementation of proposed RMP shiemat: ves 
Forage demand for ODF W tug game management objectives (number of anemals | 


Compentrve forage 
Surnmer Wimer demand (AM) 
Deer 200 100 te 
Pronghorn 225 ae 299 
Ex 0 0 9 
Withen bighorn sheep range 


Sereams wi known npanan communes and OQ water quality conexderaneoms (Aprerdies [) Tate [> 2) 
Crooked Creet (ne dentified water quality considerations) 
Onwyhee River (ne sdenufied water quality considerations) 


Specie! Status plants 
Seoinary mili veh 


Devs peppergrass 
Cumck + chaenacts 


Specie! Suatus fieh 
Pedhend trout 


Appendices 232 








Proposed of camtung ACEC 
Owyhee Bower (/ hernatwe B) 
Palormume Plieys (Ahernaeves A CD) 

Seddic Bume Lewes Tubes (Anernsives BCD. E) 


Appendiwes 2)! 








Semateras Ore pom Ra scm es tansprmen Pua bLewrommenia imma rm 


BLM slower nar WEST COW CREEK Abormers number 20802 
Managemen: caurgory v BLM acres 137,371 
Nurmiber of pasture 1) 20 Prevene acres 2433 
AMP omquererane Yes Sue acres © 
Season of use 0601-1031 Other Feders! acres 3321 
Acuve AUMs 991 Tote acres 143,325 
Suapended 40 Ma 1 
Toul AUMs 11 
F asstemg grazing managemen obyectrves 


Marmas enprove the ecotogx a! condémon of upland vegriat ve Commun nits 

Proaect facshemes through Irvestact 92. humor 

Somme pastures (omtamimng proven land are managed Custodsal © mh no management obyective en fed 
Mannan the mmegrty of em iosures Constructed for wiidiife benefits 

Marmas the emegrity 0! research and study plow 

Maram enprove the Condmor of npanan vegriatrwr Communmies 


Addmona) managemen emphasis 

Lewer Owyhee WSA_ Jordan Craters WSA_ Clarks Bume WSA 
Owyhee NWSP. 

Owyhee River and Jordan Craters ACECs 

RNA 

Bopanar habe 

Mule deer eumer range 


Addmona management consideranons eth implememanon of proposed RMP sherman ves 
Forage demand for ODF W tng gare managemen object) ves (number of animals) 


Compettive forage 
Summer Womer demand (Ai '™) 
Deer 250 390 i” 
Pronghorn 280 299 240 
iat 0 0 0 
Wither bighorn sheep range 


Serearns eo newer cpenan communes and DF) water quality conuderamems Appende [) Tabi (0) 
Bogus ( reet (no identified water quality Considerations | 

Owyhee River (no identified water quality considerations | 

Jordan ( reet (water qual’) sssessmen! stream) 


Specea! Seatus fish 
Redhend orew 











Proposed or existing ACEC: 
Owyhee River (Alternative B) 
Owyhee Views (Alternatives C, D) 
Jordan Craters (Alternatives B, C, D, E) 











Southeast Oregon Resource Managemen Pilar / Exvironmenial Impaci Siaiemeni 


RILM allotment name AROCK Allounem number 
Management category M BLM acres 
Number of pastures) i8 Private acres: 

AMP umpiernented Ye State acres. 

Season of use 0401-1015 Other Federal acres: 
Active AUMs: 11,045 Total acres: 
Sespended AUMs 492 

Total AUMs: 11,337 

Existi | biecti 


Owyhee River ACEC 

Owyhee Canyon WSA 
Owyhee NWSR 

Mule deer winter range 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big gare management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 100 450 130 
Pronghorn 100 100 % 
Elk 0 1s 68 


Within bighorn sheep range 


Seams with known mpanan communites and DEQ water quality consderapons (Appenda D, Table D-2). 
Owyhee River (no identified water quality considerations ) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 


Proposed or existing ACEC 
Owyhee River (Alternative B) 
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BLM allotment narne ANTELOPE Allotment number 21062 
Management caicgory I BLM scres: $1,443 
Number of pasture(s) ad Private acres. 492 
AMP umpiemented Ye State acres. C 
Season of use 0401 09/30 Other Federal acres: 142 
Actve AUMs. 9,964 Total acres: $2,076 
Suspended AUMs 

Toul AUMs. 9,964 


Reverse the downward trend of upland vegetative communses 
Maintain the ecological condi.on of upland vegetatrve communities 
Mauntam improve the candston of mpanan vegetative communites 


Additional management emphasis 

None 

Additional management considerations with impiementation of proposed RMP ahernatives. 
Forage dernand for ODF W big gare management objectives (number of animals ). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 100 300 v4 
Pronghorn 100 100 % 
Elk 0 $0 225 


Sveams with known npanan communutes and DEQ water quality conmderanors (Appende D. Table D-2). 
Spring Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Sheep Spring Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations) 

Willow Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Tributary No | To Antelope Reservow (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Tributary No 2 To Antelope Reservow (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Tributary No 3 To Antelope Reservow (no identified water quality conside-ations ) 

Antelope Reservou (water quality assessment stream) (no identified water quality Considerations ) 


* | Sw! Amelope Reservow 4) 











Scoutheas! Orepon Resource Managemen: Pian / Eavirommensc: Impax: Siaiemeni 


BLM allotment name RATTLESNAKE Allotment number 
Managemen calegory c BLM acres: 
Nuraber of pasture’ s) i Private acres. 
AMP unpiememed None State acres” 
Season of use Undefined Other Federal acres: 
Active AUMs 374 Total acres: 
Suspended ALUM: 0 

Total AUMs: 374 

Owyhee Canyon WSA 

Owyhee NWSR 

Owyhee River ACEC 


Addiponai managemem considerations with impiementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Surmmer Wonter demand (AUM) 
Deer $0 $0 23 
Pronghorn 10 25 12 
Ek 0 0 0 
Within bighorn sheep range 


Serearms with known npanan communites and DEQ water quality consderanons (Appenda D. Table D2). 
Owyhee River (no sdentified water quality considerations ) 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 


Proposed or existing ACEC: 
Owyhee River (Alternatve B) 











BLM allowunen name GILBERT Allotment number 
Management calcgory Mo BLM acres: 
Number of pastures) $ Private acres: 

AMP umnpiemented State acres: 

Season of use 0401-103! Other Federal acres. 
Active AUMs. 4.480 Total acres: 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 4 460 

Pxi : a 


NE aa - 
Mantas improve the condition of mpanan vegetative communities 


Additonal management emphasis 
Deer and antelope surnmer range 
Bighorn sheep habrtat along Rattlesnake Creek 


Additona] management consideratons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives. 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management obyectives (number of animals), 





Competitive forage 
Surpmer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 73 $ 17 
Pronghorn 100 2s 83 
Ek 0 0 0 
Within bighorn sheep range 


Stearns with known npanan communites and DEQ water quality consderanons (Appenda D_ Table D-2). 
Battle Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations) 

Rattlesnake Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Woothawk Canyon (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Battle Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 

Battle Creek Tributary No 3} (no identified water quality considerations) 

Deer Creek (no identified water quality considerations ) 

Isaac Canyon (no identified water quality consideratons ) 


Admunistratively sustable Nationa! Wild and Scenx Rivers 
Rattlesnake Creek (Ahernative D) 














Southeast Oregon Resource Managemen: Plan / Exvironmenial Impact Siciemeni 


BLM allotmem name ECHRAVE Alictment number 
Management calegory “ BLM acres 
Numer of pasture(s) 3 Private acres. 

AMP umpiemented Yeo State acres. 

Season of use 0$/01-10/15 Other Federal acres 
Active AUMs 1,395 Total acres: 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 1,595 


Reverse the downward trend of upland vegetative communities 
Mauntain the integrity of research and study plots 
Mauzntain/improve the condition of npanan vegetative communities 


Antelope surnmmer range 
Archeology 


Additional management consideratons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives: 
Forage demand for ODFW big garne management objectives (number of animals), 





. sive Somage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer $0 $ 12 
Pronghorn 125 0 2) 
Elk 0 0 0 
Within bighorn sheep range 


Streams with known npanan communites and DEQ water quality conmderanons (Append D. Table D-2). 
Little Rattlesnake Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 
Rattlesnake Creek (no identified water quality considerations) 
Rattlesnake Creek Tributary No | (no identified water quality considerations) 
Antelope Creek Tributary No 2 (no identified water quality considerations ) 











BLM aliounem name NORTH CATLOW Allotment number 0600 | 
Managemen category I BLM acres: 170,809 
Number of pasture(s) 2 Private acres: 20,750 
AMP umpiermnenmted None State acres” 0 
Season of use 64601-1231 Other Federal acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 3,704 Total acres: 191,559 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs. 3,704 


Improve/mamtam vegetation conditions to benefit Irvesiack and wiidlife 
Manage for drversity of wildlife habmat to provide for a vanety of wildlife species 


Additonal management emphasis 

Forage production 

Ecological condstion 

Antelope habrtat 

Sage grouse 

Noxious weeds 

Water quality 

Game fish habnat 

Ensure that vegetation conversions (burning. spraying. chaming. seeding. etc ) do not reduce the vanety of plant species or 
communities to the extent where they do not function normally 


Additiona! management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives. 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 250 100 86 
Pronghorn 150 100 14 
Elk 0 0 0 














Somsheas! Oregon Resource hhanspemen: Pian bevirommenic impact Saauemers 


BLM alounem name SOUTH STEENS Aloument mumiter O02 

Managemen cairgory I BLM scree 217.2% 

“umber of pastures) ] Provete acres: 102,528 

AMP umpiernemted 1995 Suse acres tote 

Season of use 001-1031, Other F edere! acres. © 
iivis- Gis 

Actrve AUMs 21,197 Total acres: 331417 

Suspended AUMs 0 

Towl AUMs 21,197 

Esusteng grazing management objectives: 

improve and mamta: npanan habriat by mcreasing herbaceous and desired woody species (willows and assem sted 

species) 

Manage uplands m a mosax of natrve plant communities and sere! stages that appear to be changing ecology ally to 8 powmt 

of concern over future waterthed imegnty 


Manage forage and water resources to provide quality habnat for we id horses im the South Sirens HMA 

Land and resource uses will be managed to provide habutat for viable populations of Special Suatus plan’ and anema! 
species 

Forage and water resources will be managed to provide sufficrent quaites and quantities that &)!! support a harvest! on a 
sustained basis for lrvestock. wold horses. and wiidisfe 

Manage land and resource uses within WSAs in 8 manner that wil! protect and enhance wiiderness values within the scope 
of the IMP for land under wiiderness review 

Manage land and resource uses within the Donner und Binzen NWSR to protect and omprove resource Condmons with 
special emphasis on the OR Vs described in the NWSR management pian 

Maintain or improve fishenes and aquatx habitat through changes m mpanan vegetation within the allotment io enhance 
water temperatures: reduce peak flows increase sustamed flows and reduce sedimentation 

Manage vegetaton to enhance or mamtaim a drverse habstat mosax for a drverwity of wiidiife species Amention wil! be 
£'Vven to seasona! and yearly habuat requirements for ai! widiife species 

Remtroduce natura! and prescribed fire as an ecosystem function to manmam watershed imegrty bydrologn function 
a hieve 8 mosax of forage production and cover needs for wildlife and lrvestack and enhance the nchness of plant and 
animal species 


Additional management emphasis 
Game and sensitive fish habriat 
Ripanan 
Binzen Gorge 
SMAs Alvord Peak ACEC, Steens Mountam ACEC, Rooster Comb RNA 
South Steens HMA 
Wildlife habrtat 
Nowious weeds 


Additonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alernan ves 
Forage demand for ODF W tig garne managemen! objectives (nurmber of anomals) 

















Compeuner forage 
Susrnarnes ‘* emer Gomané (AM) 
Deer OK Lise $i 
Pronghort 598 389 “a 
Ea 35 is Cs 
Proposed or cxssting ACEC 
North Cathow Rum 
Catiow Re@band Trou ponemual ACEC s 





24) 














Somstheas: Orr pom Resour s hhanapemer Pia Levrommeni imp Siemon 


BLM alcemen name FISH CR-BIC INDIAN Abouners numer 600) 
Maenagermens cairgory I BLM acres 33,425 
Neurnber of pasture 5) | Prowane acres 4 totes 
AMP cmgmeemenminc ‘ome Suar acres f 
Seascr of use O4 1609 Ww Othe: Federal acres ty) 
Acuve AUMs ive Total acres M289 
Suspended Al Mi 0 

Towsl AUMs ive 

Easstemg graring management obyectrves: 

Provide | 978 AUMs of forage for irvemiact troughow the alictrmem as Cunstramed by mulipic use an. sustamned yicid 
Marte or ¢ heme weiter quality 


Preserve wiiderness values m WS As 

Marmart |) 7 miles and emprove § 7 miles of npanar of vanows creets either the alictmen: Determine Comdmon and 
wend on 10 8 mules of mpanan 

Marta of emprove upland ecology s! status Chroughout the alotnen 

Marmam forage and cove: for mule deer 


Addmona! manag ment emphasis 
R pena 
F cheres 
Mute deer habrat 
Recreation 
bE cology a! status of tgetanon 
WSAs South Fort Donner und Biazen River Bitzer River 
Fe habetar 
Notous weeds 
F valuation: to be completed: 


Addivona! management considersions with implementation of proposed RMP eherman ves 
Forage demand for OOF W tng game management obyectives (number of anemals) 


( orpettve forage 
Surnmer Women demand (A\M) 
1,300 230 y16 
0 
0 














BLM aloemen same MUD CREEK Alioument muri Gees 
Managemen caargory I BLM acres 8207 
Number of pastures) 2 Prowaie acres 0 
AMP empiememed one Sum acres © 
Season of ut OS/16-Ge'1S Omne: F edera! acres 0 
Actwe AUMs sO Total acres 9.332 
Suspended 4. Ma 0 
Total AUMs ~ 
FE arsteng grazmg managemen obyect-ves 


Increase the percent of key specees wether bry areas over tem years (Lower Pasture mcreaw squerte ita: from § percent to 
| 8 percem masmtamung current percemage of crested wheatgrass upper Pasture mcrease blucbuncth wheatgrass from § 
percent to |0 percent and masntam squirreha: at 29 percent) 

Maman 2 miles of good conémon npanan habeas on Bridge (rect improve one mule of poor and fae conémon npanan 
haba to goad condmon 

Masmtan on wmprove ] ) miles of aquatx habitat in Bridge ( reet presentty im good condor 

Improve © 2 mule of aquata habaat on Bdge (reet from poor condmon to far 

Provide bener quality forage for we ridiife expecially deer 

Marntain shrubs and punmen for thermal! cover for eumienng mule deer and cli this obyective is Consistent woth West 
Steens Deer Wimer Range HMP and ODF W recommendanon contro! of sidfire essential ic meet objectives the 
reducucn of puneper on deer winter range using prescribed fire and or cutting wy!) be evaluated 

Manage Bridge ( reet WSA to masta. protect ind/or enhance the wyiderness Character stics manage under BLM + 
wnrenm management policy and gusdelines so as not to wpe the sumtaby lity of the area for preservation as wilderness 


Addiona! management emphasis 

Forage production 

Ripanan and agquatx Condition water quality 

Wildlife habnat 

Bridge Creek WSA 

Notows weeds 

Native and garne fish habrat 

Ensure that vegetanon conversions (burning. spraying chammg seeding eu ) do not reduce the vanety of plant species or 
communmes in abundances necessary fo they nued existence and norma! functioning 


Addinona! managemen! considerstons evth umplenentanan of proposed RMP shemar yrs 
Fowage derand for ODF W tig game managemen otyectves (mumber of anomals) 


Compettve forage 

Sune Winner __demand (AUM) _ 

Deer 25 400 
Pronghorn 20 At) 
$ 0 











Somateras: Ore pom Resor hhancperrn Piae Levirommenia img Semen 


BLM eslotmen name FRAZIER FIELD Alogmen nusmnteer 
Managemen cairgory I BLM acres 
Numiber of pasture + , Prowmr acres 
AMP umgucmuemes 199! Suat sores 
Seasor of use 0601-1215 Other F eders! acres 
Actve AUMs | Ome Total acres 
Suspended 4‘ Mi © 

Tousl AUMs {we 

Easeteng grarng managernen oteectrves: 


Maman | 906 AUMs for bwemoct, |08 AUMs for erid horses. and S# AL/Ms for wiidlefe 
improve mpanarn condor of Mud ( reet and Danner und Birt River 
improve and enhance aquatx habeas and water quality 
Manman wilderness Characternstxs 
Improve ecologxal satus of upland vegrianon by year 2000 as folicws 
Linke siete Preacui’s Lage’ 
PNC 0 i) 
Late sera! 5 300 
Mid sere’ %7 “” 
Earty sere! 0 0 
(Crvend seeding ai 4! 


Notrous weeds 


Wome quality 
(rarne fish habaar 


Addrnona! management Considersuons eth umplementanan of proposed RMP sherman ves 
Forage demand for OOF W tng game management obyect ves (mumher of annals) 


C ompettve forage 
Summer Winer demand (AUM) 
Deer 25 1,500 ui 
Pronghor vw w 6 
ra 5 0 , 
Specie) Starus feb 
Redand wow 











BLM shotmen nar RUBY SPRINGS ALOUMene master soo” 
Managemen uaingory I BLM acres 17990 
Seumibe of pasture 1 + Preeme acres 326 
AMP imgnememes 1 Sum acres © 
Season of use 040! OM Other Feeders acres u 
Actrwe AUMs ae Tom acres 17.3% 
Suspended 4. Ms 0 
Tonal AUMs 2 Ott 
E arstung grazing managemem objec uves 
Maman and ar umprove the Canémoar of upland vegriatior © the On aliotrnen over ter years as follows 
Pasture ( on@eton Acres Onectret 
6) Ruby Springs ft acetien treding Co Mammut 
(ren 710 Marra 
#) Framer Lake Eaceliont seedong 1,342 Maman 
baer seeding 127 Marmuir 
Late sere! \ea Marta 
0) Berd Reservou Late serei 1,395 Marniant 
Mid sera! £24 leprove 
04 Ruby Spring Lane sera! 2,532 Manan 
Late sera! 3409 Marniain 
6 Moon Hi!) Late sera! 729 Mornin in 
Mid sere) 6% Improve 
Earty sere! 682 Improve 
#7 East Seeding FE acelient seedong Ve Mamuir 
Late sera! 772 Marniain 
#8 North Seeding EF acellemt seeding w Marmtair 
(wmnd seeding 227 Marmiann 


Improve binerbrush Comdeson mm Pasture 6 to e mined stand of at lease § percent seediings young and inature plants over 
ten years 

Improve mpanan condmon of | 25 mies of McC oy ( reet from poor to few and 0 0 mile of unsurveyed portion of 

McC ey Creet by 2000 as represemed by maumaming an upward rend in willow and herbaceous Cover 

Provide a total of || 4 AUMs compettve forage for wvidivfe 

Desigh vegetation manipulation projects to promone vegetatum diversity overs mosan landscape whi h heme fins mule deer 


Additions! managemen: emphasis 
Current range condmmon may be unacceptable 








Semcteras: Orrgpom Resour thamagemen Piss Levvrmmrnic ima Sure 
Enewe Qe vegrumue copvermon (burmang eprryrg Chammg seeding cK | Go not reduce Che varrty of plan apecors oF 
communes @ sbundances necessary for Ghee comumued circa ant norma fun teoming 


ASGmons managemen comude sions er mmpicmeniact of proposed BMP pling ory 
Forage demand for OF ® bg game managemen obyecten number of ancmeh | 


( omppertty we forage 

Sue Ome demand (A\M) 
ad 
“ 
10 











BLM allotment nam- KRUMBO Allotment number. 06008 
Management category I BLM scres: 14,698 

Number of pasture(s). il Private acres 850 

AMP umplemented None State acres. 0 

Season of use 04/01 -10/30 Other Federal acres: 205 

Active AUMs: 3,150 Total acres. 15,7353 

Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 3,190 

Provide 3.150 AUMs of forage for livestock on public land throughout the allotment as constrained by sustained yneld and 

multuple use 


Provide 12 AUMs of competitive forage for wildlife 


Additional management emphasis. 
Forage production 

Ecological condition 

Noxious weeds 

Antelope sumzner range 
Ripanan habr:at 

Sage grouse habitat 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals), 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 10 $0 i 
Pronghorn 50 7S 10 


Histoncally, TNR AUMs have been licensed annually in this allotment for the crested wheatgrass seeding pastures, as a 
result of monstoring, annua! allotment summanes, and the current allotment evaluation, this excess forage in the 
seedings would be considered to be converted to Active AUMs, to provide rest and/or deferment for the adjacent native 
range in the allotment 








Southeast Oregon Re: um -¢ bhanagement Pian / Environmental Impact Siatemeni 


BLM allotment narne BLITZEN Allotment number 06009 
Management category i BLM acres. 8.280 

Number of pasture(s) 1 State acres” 0 

Season of use 121-0228 Otner Federal acres: 0 

Active AUMs. 492 Total acres: 10.640 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 492 

Maintain livestock forage producton at 492 AUMs on public land throughout the allotment as const ained by sustained 

yreld and multiple use 


Improve ecological status of upland vegetation by the year 2000 as follows 
beclogica, status Present % Targets 
PNC 0 0 
Late sera! 1$ 19 
Mid-seral 71 70 
Earty sera! 13 10 
Other I | 


Additiona] management emphasis. 
Forage production 
Current range condition may be unacceptable 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives: 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals), 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 10 10 2 
Pronghorn 0 0 0 
Elk 0 0 0 





BLM asliotment natu EAST RIDGE Allotmem sumber 06010 
Managemen caicgory I BLM acres. 10,874 
Number of pastureis) is Private acres. 10,303 
AMP umpierncmted: None State acres” id) 
Season of use 0401-1031 Other Federal acres: 0 
Active AUMs. 1077 Total acres. 21,377 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs 1g77 

Manta: or enhance water quality 


Preserve the wilderness characteristics m the High Steens WSA 
Obtain an upward trend on sireamside mpanan vegetation 


Additional management emphasis: 

Fishenes 

Sage grouse habriat 

High Steens WSA 

Wildiife habrtat 

Ecological status of vegetation 

Noxious weeds 

Water quality 

Ensure that vegetation conversions (burning. spraying, chamung, seeding. etc ) do not reduce the vanety of plant species 
of Communities in abundances necessary for thei continued existence and norma! functoning 

Allotment objectives are for Ouley Brothers allotment. which was divided into Fast Ridge. West Siope and Chimney 

allotments 





Additonal management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of anima!s). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 900 200 15 
Pronghorn 20 20 2 
25 


a4 


Elk 25 





Sousheas! Ore pom Resour Managemen: Pian | Exvirommenia: impac. Sigiemen 


BLM alicemen name POLLOCK Allotment umber 0601! 

Managemen  cairgory i BLM acres. 77,182 

Number of pastures) ’ Provete acres. 7829 

AMP umpiemenies 1991 State acres. $,733 

Season of use 040! 09 WO. Other Federal acres 0 
1141-123) 

Actrve AUMs 4,107 Total acres: 89.944 

Suspended AL Ms © 

Total AUMs 4107 


Mamtam forage production st 4107 AUMs for lrvestack, 408 AUMs for wild horses, and $4 AUMs for wildlife for $ years 
at target uthzation leveis of $0 percent on spring/summer native range and 60 percent on winter range and in seedings. 
after 5 years, AUM totals may be adyusted m accordance with the identified target utshzateon levels 

Improve ecological status of the upland vegetation as fo\lows 

biciogica satus Preacni ‘a Larges 
PNC 0 0 
Late sera! 296 u 
Mid sera! $$ “64 
Earty sera! 28 0 
Exce! ent seeding 02 02 
Good seeding 44 $4 

F ast seeding 12 0 
Other 68 6s 


Improve 0 75 mie of npanan vegetation along Stonehouse (reek 
Maimtain of enhance current populations of Astragalus solitarrus and | upenus biddie) 
Marntamn or enhance wilderness charac ieristics 


Additonal management em chasis. 

Ecologycal status of vegeta von 

WSAs Stonehouse Sheepshead Mountains Heath Lake Table Mountain 
HMA 

Ripanan 

Whidhfe habitat 

Norious weeds 

Bighorn sheep 

Water quality 


Additiona! management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage der and for ODF W tig gare management objectives (number of animals). 
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Southeasi Oregon Resource Management Pian / Environmental Impact Siaiemen: 


BLM allotment name ALVORD Allotmem number 06012 

Management category 1 BLM acres: 2) 4 

Number of pasture(s) $ Private acres: 6228 

AMP umplernemed | 969- revised | 985 State acres” 163 

Season of use 1115-0331; Other Federal acres. 0 
04/0! 09715 

Actrve AUMs 6,972 Total acres. 237,873 

Suspended AUMs 1,892 

Total AUMs: § £64 


Mauntaim of improve ecological status of the vegetation 

Mauzntain the aesthetic and vysual conditions of land and water 

Prevent acceierated croson 

Mauntam the natural diversity of wildlife by mamtaining ex:sting habrtat. inc buding adequate browse for mule deer within 
the Foothills pasture 

Increase production of livestock and wild horse forage resource improvements and changes in grazing systems 


Ripanan 

WSAs: Alvord Desert, East Alvord, Winter Range, Table Mountain, Wildcat Canyon 
RNAs Mickey Basin, South Fork Willow Creek 

HMA 

Recreation 

Deer winter range 

Bighorn sheep habitat 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big garne management objectives (number of animals). 


Compeutive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 650 #50 244 


Pronghom —-:150 150 20 
Elk 0 0 0 














BLM alloement name 8=.-«; WI LDHORSE CANYON Avotmnen number 06013 


Managemen caiegory i BLM acres. 
Nurnber of pasture(s) 4 Provate acres. 
AMP umpiememed None State acres. 
Season of use Season has not been set Other Federal acres 


ot? 


Actrve AUMs 218 Total acres $337 


Suspended ALUMs 0 
Total AUMs 218 


Exrstang grazing management objectives 
Management objectives have not been dc ermined 


Addstona) management emphasis. 

High Steens WSA 

Rapanan habrtat 

Wildlife habstat 

Ecological status of vegetation 

Noxious weeds 

Water quality 

Game fish habitat 

Permst acquired im | 989 with Wildhorse exchange, no decision if grazing will resume 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage dernand for ODF W big game management objectives (mummber of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Wimmer demand (AUM) 
Deer 250 0 4s 
Pronghorn 0 0 0 
Elk 0 0 0 
Within range of tighorn sheep 











Scmmmeas! Ore pon Resource thanspemen: Pian Eevirommenia. Img Suciemen 


BLM alownem name TUM TUM Allogment mumier amie 

Managemen catrgory M BLM acres 763 

Number of pasture: 1) 2 Prowate acres 69) 

AMP umpicmemted | 964 Suamte acres 0 

Season of use 1i/1S- O31 Other Federal acres 0 

Actrve AUMs 30 Total acres 80% 

Suspended Al Ms 6 

Towsl AUMs. Mot 

Existing grazing management objectives 

Additions! management emphasis 

Maumam forage production for Irvesioct at 360 ALMs throughout the allotrnent as constrained by sustained yield and 
multiple use 

Improve ecological condmon of fa: status to good with |§ years 

Waser quality 


Comtams forage m excess of actrve preference 
Ensure that vegetation conversions (burning. spraying. chamung. seeding. ex ) do not reduce the vanety of plant species or 
commun:mes in abundances necessary for thew continued existence and norma! functioning 


Additona) management consideratons with implementation of proposed RMP alernatives, 
Forage demand for ODF W tig game management obyectrves (nurnber of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Wimer demand (AUM) | 
Deer 25 2s 9 
Pronghorn 0 0 * 
Eh 0 0 0 
Proposed or existing ACEC: 
Tun Tum RNA/ACEC 








BLM slhotmen name TROUT CREEK Al anmen murniter Ono's 
Managemen Cairgory I BLM acres 91382 
‘Sumiber of pastures) 17 Prewete acres 2.967 
AMP umpicmemet =| ES mands “eed Sumer acres 0 
by TC Mm dec Othe: F eders! acres 0 
Season of use 040! 29M 
11@1 42728 
Actrve AUMs 8452 Total acres 0449 
Suspended A. Mi 0 
Total AUMs &852 
Enisteng grazing management objectives 


Uthzanon of kry specie using the Key Forage Plant Uthzanon Method evil not exceed the moderate utiizaton (50 
percent) class on s pasture by pasture basi when pastures are grazed during the critical growing season (04/5 07/0!) 
for those pastures being grazed prior to 04 |S and after 070! utihzation will not exceed the SO percent leve! unless the 
ecological status objective 1s to be mamtamed verses improved 

Improve ecological status from earty and mod-sera! to md-seral and late serail reapectrvely by the year 2000 

Increase Biot Contidion index (BCT) to 90 Standing Crop to 4 0. and Drversity Index to | 7 0 by year 2000 ( Aquat 
Esosystem Inventory Macromvenetrate Analysis USF 5) 

Improve fish habrtat condimon to goad by the year 2000 stab:lizing strearm banks increasing imstream Cover and reduc mg 
fomes on the substrate 

Improve mpanan habrat condition to goad by the year 2000 by stabslizing streambank erosion and increasing woody 
species (especially willow) coy 1 

Improve mountarm meadow condition to good by the year 2000 

Lemet uth zanon of brnerbrush within the Red Moumtain and No Name Pastures to light use (lass on current year s growth 
(measured by Modified ( ole Browse Method) 

Do not aliow for manpulanon of the shrub component within the deer winter range except in those artas previously seeded 
to crested wheatgrass and or allow for smal! comtrolied burns not exceeding 0 26 mile in width manipulating the present 
shrubby vegetation to a herbaceous cover to mmprove and mcrease winter spring forage 

Maintam the population of Federally listed proposed and candidate species of solitary milk vetch prostrate buckwheat and 
nodding metic 

Marntann wiiderness characteristics of the Red Mountain Mahogany Ridge Willow (reek and Disaster Peak WSAs 

Marntann quality recreation (as ripanan zones, meadows and upland conditions improve the quality of recreation wl! 
improve 

Crarme fish habaat 


Additional managemen: emphasis 

WSAs Mahogany Ridge Red Mountam, Willow Creet. Disaster Peak 
Critical deer surnmer and winter range 

Crineal amelope winter range 

Sage grouse 

Ripanan meadow condition 

Fishenes 

Water quality 

Bighorn sheep 

Wyornang bog sage density 1s increasing. fire may be needed 








Semsteeras: Ore pom Resort thanapemen Pat beerommeni img iron 


A@Gmcana managemen conmécrsans ert umpemenmancr of proposes RMP ahem ees 
Forage Gemané for ODF tng garmt management otyectves nummer of enemas | 





Compenun ve forage 
Stee eime demand (4 UM) 
Dee 6 | oe ane 


Pronghort 1s 10 8 
Es © 0 0 











BUM shower narne SANDHILLS ALOE muri Omi 6 

Managemen cairgor Ld BLM acres Pe 

Nurmter of pastures) 7 Prowaw acres 132 

AMP emguememed 1 90S email ee Sue acres 0 
1989 by TC Mn Gectcwe Other Feders! acres 0 

Season of use 03© 0278 

Actrve AUMs 226 Toma acres e146 

Suapended Al Ma © 

Total AUMs 226 

E assteng grazeng managenen obyectrves 


Maruman bvesiot forage produc tor at) 266 Al Ms on publx land 

Maran browse for deer on Holloway Mouman 

Masnasw bvestact utlzation of maderaic to ensure enough |mer to rriard sor! erosson specif ally wind cromon of sandy 
fools 


Addmona! management emphasis 

Deer wumer range 

lpland vegetation condition 

Sem! erosion 

Antelope ange 

Water quality 

Potential bighorn sheep habriat 

A portion of allotment ism Nevada within the Paradise Deno £15 area 


Additonal management cons deranons with umplementanon of proposed RMP ahernat ves 
Forage demand for ODF W tng game managemen: objectives (number of anemals) 





Compettrve forage 
Surnener Wiimter demand (A\'M) 
Deer sO 0 10 
Pronghorn 25 “0 5 
0 0 








Smcteras: Ore pom Resour thamaprmern Poa bavrommernia lm armen 


BUM shotmerr nar GRASSY BASIN Alotmers masrthe Oe! 
Menagrmen cairgory ue BLM acres t wtb 
Number of pasture 1) 7 Prewae acres Min 
AMP umpiememnd | St8 modified | 96S Saaw acres 0 
Season of use 0491-10131 Ome: | eders! acres x) 
Actrve AUMs 942 Tow ares 10.101 
Suspended 4. Ms © 
Tousl AUMs 42 
Eassteng grazing management: otyect-ves 


Mauna irvesoct forage production a 64) A\Ms on publ« land 
Improve poor and fae comdmon wo fae and good wether |‘ years 


Addmioma! manage nom emphasis 
Deer sure and © mmier range 
Aniciope surmrne range 
(Upland vegetanon 
Lrvestoct forage praducton 
R panan 
A porter of thes allotment ism Nevada Paradise Demo EIS area 


Addmonal managemen Comsderstons eth impiemenunon of proposed RMP ahernan ves 
Forage demand for OOF W tng game managemen: obyectrves (numer of amema)s | 


C ornpettrve forage 
Summer Winter dermand (ALUM) 
is 











BLM eliostrner narne TULE SPRINGS leotumen master ouoit 
Manageme Calingory I BLM acres is) ee! 
Nur of peter ' Prwate acres ieee 
AMP omguermemec  @> cusdcfet | OFS Sane acres © 
Seasor of uae 1001 4331 tthe Feeders acres 13% 
Rotrve AL Ms 55% Tonal acres }40 887 
Suapendrd 45 My © 
Towa) AUMs 5.506 
F nosteng grareng managemers obec tees 


Maran forage production for bwessact oS Sub AL Ms as Comstramed ty sustained york? and multiple use 
Marman 680 Al Ms of forage for wid horses Geroughow! that portion of Oye 11M A wrther the Tule Springs s!lotmen 


Addons! managrmen emphas + 
Wid horses 

Righert sheep 
Serrane Poww BNA | penenta! | 
Alvord Desert WSA 
(rare fsb hate 


Addvtoma managemnen Considerations et impiementanan of proposed BMP aherna ves 
Forage deriand for (IO W ing game managemen obpect ves (mumnber of enemals | 





Comnpeterve forage 
Surmer Wormer demand (ALUM) 
Deer 100, vo ‘oO 
Pronghorr 10 1% or] 
Eh 0 © C) 
Specie!) Status plane 
Selmary mila ven h 
Specie! States fieh 
Bors Lake chub 


* Copier of alioaments 600) 6029 60190 and other FIR 








Seesaw pom Rasen: thancpemen Fue Le rmmenia ime rr 


BOM eleotrmet nearer SERRANO POINT ‘otreet nutter Geo 8 
Managrmes argos BLM scree (6 6 
Number of pasture) $ Preemie acres mw 
AM? generic “one Sar acres © 
Seasee of var 040! eis (Wher Feeders ares 6 
Acwwe AUMs ae Tews! acres 2M 
Sunapee 4 My 6 
Toul AUMs asd 
FE arsteng grareng management obyeci ees 


AAdt ome Managemen emphasis 
8 pera habe 
Fcokage @! status of vege 
Wiidiite hata 
Bighers sheep 
Waser queiry 
Hug? dese trav 
Alverd Desert WLA 
Came fost habe 
Allotmmem ommated | 990 by drvisor of Andrews ( ommmmunmty sllotmen and has new beer formally ¢.aluated 


Addriona managrmen consderstons 810 umplementatcr of proposed BMP ahernan ves 
Forage demand tor OF W ng game managemen obec tives (nummer of animal) 


( omnpeeuee forage 


B._—1 hs -—_}'.._ 
200 350 107 
2% 
0 





20 ‘ 
© 0 








BLM allotment name PUEBLO LONE MTN Allotment number 06020 

Management catcgory. I BLM acres: 268,623 

Number of pasture(s) 12 Private acres. 5,301 

AMP umplemented. 1996 State acres. 0 

Season of use 0401-10/15, Other Federal acres: 0 
1101-02/28 

Active AUMs: 17,964 Total acres: 273,924 

Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 17,964 

Existing grazing management objectives, 


The npanan conditron of the sites with medrum to high potential that are currently ted poor to fa will be mm a condition 
to be rated good to excellent within 15 years after implementation of RMP 

Upland sites will have a stable or improving ecological condition within 15 years of implementation of the AMP 

Detenoratin.g upland meadow sites will be umproving while other upland meadow sates will be stable or improving within 
10 years of implementation of AMP 


Additional management emphasis. 

WSAs. Hawk Mountain. Rincon, Basque Hills, Pueblo Mountain 
Bighorn sheep 

Sage grouse habitat 

Game fish habitat 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODFW big game management objectives (number of animals), 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter deman. (AUM) 
Deer 1,000 700 350 
Pronghorn 250 250 42 
Elk 0 0 0 
Special Status fish 
Lahontan cutthroat trout 
Proposed or existing ACEC 
Long Draw 
Pueblo Foothi!ls 
Tum Tum 








Southeast Oregon Resource Management Plan / Environmenial Impact Siaiemeni 


BLM allotment name PUEBLO MTN Allotment number 
Management category. I BLM acres: 
Number of pasturc(s) $ Private acres 
AMP implemented No State acres 
Season of use Other Federal acres: 
Active AUMs: 323 Total acres: 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 323 

Additional management emphasis. 

Bitterbrush/mountain mahogan) 

Water quality 


Managed by Nevada (part of a large individual allotrnent with grazing system) 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives. 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (number of animals), 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 100 $0 28 
Pronghorn 10 0 l 
Elk 0 0 0 
Special Status fish. 
Lahontan cutthroat trout habitat 


8,310 














BLM allotment narne KINGS RIVER Allotment sumber 
Management category I BLM acres 
Number of pastures) 1 Private acres: 
AMP umplemented None State acres. 
Season of use Other Federal acres 
Active AUMs 113 Total scres 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 113 

Existing grazing management objectives 

None 

Additional management emphasis 

Water quality 

Game fish habitat 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big garme management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer $0 0 10 


Pronghorn 0 0 0 
Elk 0 0 0 


1746 


1,746 
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Sowcheas! Orepon Resource Managemen: Pian / Ene smenial Impact Siaiemeni 


Managemen category I BLM acres 11,488 
Number of pasture: s) 12 Private acres 1,995 
AMP umpiemented None State acres 0 
Season of use 0401 -07/15 Other Federal acres 624 
Acuve AUMs 473 Total acres. 14,107 
Suspended ALUMs 0 
Total AUMs 473 
Existing grazing management objectives, 
Manta: and/or improve the ecologycal status of key areas within the allotment over | 9 years as follows 

Pastas Condiues Obsecuys 

North Dutchoven Excellert seeding Maimuin 

Krumbo Creek Mid-seral Improve 

Kern Reservow Mid-seral Improve 

Webb Spnngs Excellem seeding Maintain 

Knox Spring Excellent seeding Maintain 

Larkspur Excellent seeding Maintain 

Landing Simp Excellent good seeding Marntain 

South Dutchoven Excellent seeding Maintain 

Hoie-1n-the-Ground Excellent/good seeding Maintain 

Artesian Late seral Maintain 


Improve npanan and fishernes habitat along Krumbo Creek to good condition 

Manage Brndge Creek WSA to protect or enhance wiiderness characteristics. manage under [MP and guidelimes to not 
wpa the surtability for wilderness 

Provide 15 AUMs of competitive forage for wildlife 


Additional management emphasis 
Critical mule deer winter range 
Bridge Creek WSA 

Noaious weeds 

Water quality 

Game fish habvat 


Additional management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management object: ves (number of animals). 


Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 


Deer 50 150 3) 


Pi onghorn 60 20 6 
Elk 0 0 0 











Histoncally, TNR AUMs have been boensed annually im thes allotrnent for the crested wheatgrass seeding pastures, a5 a 
result of monstonmng, annual allotment summanes and the current s!lotment evaluation, this excess forage in the 
seedings would be considered to be converted to Active AUMS, to provide rest and/or deferment for the adjacent natrve 
range in the allotment 


Special Status fish 
Redband trout 








Southeast Oregon Resource Management Plan / Envirommenial lmpaci Siaiement 


BLM allotment name SOUTH FORK Allotrnent number 
Management category M BLM acres: 
Number of pasture’ s) ! Private acres. 

AMP implemented 1991 State acres 

Season of use ow/15-05/14 Other Federal acres 
Actrve AUMs 40 Total acres 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 40 


Mauntain hrvestock forage production at 40 AUMs 

Improve npanan conditon from fair to good 

Improve mpanan condition from poor to good within |0 years 
Mazntain the late sera! status of the uplands 


Additional management emphasis 
Riserian babi 
Forage demand for ODFW big garne management objectives (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AM) 
Deer 10 10 1 
Pronghorn 0 0 0 
Elk 0 0 0 


$21 











BLM allonnent rarne HARDIE SUMMER Allotment number 06025 
Management category I BLM acres. 2,323 
Number of pasture(s) 2 Private acres. 3,928 
AMP implemented 1991 State acres” 0 
Season of use 06/15-09/30 Other Federal acres. 0 
Active AUMs at Total acres: 6,251 
Suspended AUMs 0 
Total AUMs 408 
Existing grazing management objectives 


Provide 408 AUMs of forage for lrvestock and 10 AUMs of wildlife forage on public land throughout the allotment as 
constrained by sustained yield and muluple use 
Improve ecological status of the upland vegetation by the year 2000 as below 
Ceclogical siatus Present % Tacgei%s 


Additiona! management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alernatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management obyect: ves (number of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 400 25 2 
Pronghorn 1s 0 ! 
Pik 1s 0 10 





Somaheas! Ore pon Rescur¢ thanapemen: Pian Exvironmenia Impa: Sicemen 


BLM aliotunem name MANN LAKE Allowmem number 06025 

Management caicgory 1 BLM scree: 38,038 

Number of pastures) 7 Prevate acres” 1,539 

AMP impiernemed None Sume acres 0 

Season of use O4 16 CO, Other Federal acres 0 
11/1S-OMI5 

Actrve AUMs 36% Total acres. 39.$77 

Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs 3,670 

Rnisting grusing —_ 


Provide 3.670 AUMs of forage for Irvestact throughout the allotment as constrained by multiple use anc sustamned yield 
Provide 5 AUMs for wildlife throughout the allotment 

Ma:masm tighorn sheep habrniat im the South Foothills Pasture 

Mauntam or enhance water quality along Castle Rock. Litthe McCoy House Mosquito and Manr Crecks 

Maintasn browse production on deer winter range 

Provide nesting cover for waterfow! and other water associated berds 

Preserve the terrestrial ecosy.* .m of Eas: Kiger Plateau RNA 

Marntam or enhance upland ecological status 

Mauntarm or enhance the population of Federal candidate Biddle s bupime 

Mazntam or enhance mpanan vegetative condition on House, Little McCoy, Mann. Castle Rock. and Mosquito creeks 


Additiona! management emphasis 
Fishenes 


Game fish habrtat 

Ecologycal status of vegetation 

Notious weeds 

WSAs.: Lower Sto chouse, West Peak, High Steens 
Water quality 

Mann | ake recreation 1s increasing 


Addimonal ms agement consideranons with unplementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big gare management objectives (number of animals). 


Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (ALM) 
400 110 
Pronghorn “0 40 6 
0 1S 











Sp <aa! Status plants 
Biddle s bupene 


Special Status fish 
Lahoman cutthroat trout 


* Demand « 18 percent of North Catlow 
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Seomsheas: Ore por Rescue thanspomen Pian bv romani img) Sicurmen 


BLM aliotmen name CARLSON CREEK Aloumen numer os027 
Managemen cairgory i BLM acres 54M 
Number of pastures) I Prem - srs 7385 
AMP umnplememes “one Same acres 0 
Season of use 0615-053) Othe: F eders! acres © 
Actrve AUMs a Total acres 121879 
Suspended Al Ms 0 

Total AUMs “ 

Exsstimg grazing management objectives 

Mavsritain good condon tighorn sheep summmer range im the Alvord Peas are- 

Masrtain browse on deer winter range 

Improve ecological status of upland vegetasion 

Addtronal management emphasis 

Alvord Peak WSA 

Bighorn sheep habniat 

Wildlife habnat 

Ecological 5 ..us of vegetation 

Notious weeds 

Crrucal deer winter range 


Allotment created im | 990 by division of Andrews ( ormmumnity Allotrnent and has not undergone forma! evaluation 


Additional management considerations with implemersation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management obyectives (number of anemals). 


Competitive forage 
Surnmer Wonter demand (AM) 
Deer 100 250 29 
Pronghorn 20 20 2 
Eh 0 0 0 











BLM sliotmem name MINER'S FIELD Alamers number Os028 
Management category I BLM acres 26.257 
“umber of pastures) e Prowate acres 952 
AMP wmpiememed: one Stme acres 0 
Season of use 0401-101 Other Feders! acres © 
Actrve AUMs p17 Total acres 277.299 
Suspended Al'Ms hoe 

Total AUMs 1425 

Earsteng grazing -nanagement otyectrves 

Maram | £25 AUMs of Irvestact forage on publx land throughout the allotment as Constrained by multiple use and 

sustamed yekd 


Masurin browse on the deer winter range and improve the condition of bimerbrush m the Miner s Field Pasture from the 
present no seedlings to § percemt seedlings and reduce the percemage of decadent plants from the present & percent to 2 
percent wmprove the condor of brnerbrush im the O Keefe Ficid Pasture from all mature plants at ---sent to $ percent 
seedings | § percent young plants and 80 percent mature plants 

Improve the ecologycal status of the upland vegetation by the year 2000 as follows 

Lewdegiea sates Creseni*s lacecis 
PNC 0 $ 
Late sera! 24 35 
Mid seral $$ 4) 
Larty sera! - 5 

} ar seeding 5 5 
Onher , 5 

improve the npanan condmon of Bone, Schouver, and Pass Creek by | #97 (mile-! 

Condes bros Ie 
Excetlem 0 6 
Good ' 2 
Faw 29 25 
Poor ie os 


Manage the good condition of hghorn sheep surnmer range in the Alvord Peak AC TS 


Additional manage =. emphasis 

A total of BOB ALUMs were cancel! od by decision for violation of terms and condmons of cense decision dated March «@ 
1996 cancelled the remaonder (| 0! 7 AUMs) for the samme cause this Cecision is currently under appes! 

Amelape range 

Deer surmmern and sinter rani 

Kugharn sheep range 

Alvord Peak WSA 

High desert tray! 

W ier quality 





Svmmteras: Ore pom Rasowr¢ thanapemen: Pas be vrimmernic Imp Siaurmen 


AdGmans! managemenm comudcravans with umpemematon of pruposed RMP aherna ec 
Forage Gemand for OOF thy gare managemen abyectves number of animals | 


Compeutrve forage 
Surnener Boome demand A.M) 
Deer 73 100 33 


Pronghorn 0 © v 
Eh 0 0 0 
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BOM shotmen name KEG SPRINGS Aleotrmere nuvi om), 
Managemen: . sicgory ! BLM acres et. 
‘Swemtihe of pasture 5) ? Prewate acres S24 
AMP imguememet 1 Mawr acres © 
Season of use 040! Ow Other F eders! acres © 
Actrve ALUMs 7 Tota acres +“ 
Suapended 4\ Ms © 

Tewal AUMs 1791 

E as rstong grazing manage™men obpectrves 

Provide | 79) AUMs of forage tor rvemact oF pubix land throughout! the sliotmen as (onstramed by sustamed ywld and 

rrulipie use 


leprove the ecological status of the uplands by the year 2000 as follows 
Liciogual siatas Prescut °s Lacgei’s 
PNC 6 j 
Late sera! $3 6 
Mid sera! M ” 
Larty neve! ; j 
Bure ? 6 
Omer 


Provide § AUMs of compertnrve forage for wridlefe 


Addmona managemen emrhasis 
Forage production 

F cotngy a! Condition 

Sage grouse habeas 

Amiclope habrtar 


Addriona! management! coms ceratons eth unplementanion o proposed BMP sherman es 
Forage demand for OOF W beg game management obyecti ves (murnber ./ anumals) 


COmpece ve lorage 
Suenenes Ate demand (4M) 
[heer ’ ’ 3 








Southeast Oregon Resource Management Plan / Environmental Impact Statement 


BLM allotment name: REICHENS CORNER Allotment number. 06030 

Management category: M BLM acres: 8,835 

Number of pasture(s): 3 Private acres: 1,006 

AMP implemented: 1991 State acres: 0 

Season of use: 04/01-10/31 Other Federal acres: 0 

Active AUMs: 688 Total acres: 9,841 

Suspended AUMs: 

Total AUMs: 688 

Provide 688 AUMs of forage for livestock on public land throughout the allotment as constrained by sustained yield and 
multiple use 


Provide 7 AUMs of competitive forage for wildlife 
Improve ecological status of the uplands as follows by the year 2000: 
Ecological status Present % Target % 


Additional ———— —_ | RMP al a 
Historically, TNR AUMs have been licensed annually in this allotment for the crested wheatgrass seeding pastures; as a 
result of monitoring, annual allotment summanes and the current allotment evaluation, this excess forage in the 
seedings would be considered to be converted to Active AUMs, to provide rest and/or deferment for the adjacent native 

range in the allotment 











BLM allotment name: LAVOY TABLES Allotment sumber- 
Management category: I BLM acres: 
Number of pasture(s): 4 Private acres: 

AMP implemented: 1991 State acres: 
Season of use: 04/01-10/3! Other Federal acres: 
Active AUMs: 2,373 Total acres: 
Suspended AUMs: 0 

Total AUMs: 2,373 


43,442 


Provide 2,373 AUMs for livestock, 36 AUMs for wild horses and 60 AUMs for wildlife as constrained by sustained yield 


and muluple use 
Maintain and/or improve ecologics! status of the allotment 


Forage production 
Ecological condition 
Blitzen River WSA 
Sage grouse habitat 
Noxious weeds 


Additional ——— To —_— | RMP a} oe 
Forage demand for ODFW big game management objectives (number of animals), 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 100 600 1% 
Pronghorn $0 3% 7 
Elk 0 0 0 
Proposed or existing ACEC: 
Pickett Rim ACEC 














Southeast Oregon Resource Management Plan / Environmental Impact Siatemeni 


BLM sllownent name: KRUMBO MTN. Allctmen mamber. 06032 
Management category: I Number of pasture(s}: 2 

BLM acres: 17547 Private acres: 1S 

AMP implemented: 1991 State acres. 0 

Season of use: 05/15-09/30 Other Federal acres: 0 

Active AUMs: 1,059 Total acres: 17,562 

Suspended AUMs: 0 

Total AUMs: 1,059 

Provide | 059 AUMs of forage for livestock on public land throughout the allotment as constrained by sustained yneid and 

muluple use 


Mauntani and/or improve ecological status of the allotment 
Provide $4 AUMs of competstrve forage for wiidisfe 


Forage production 
Ecological condition 
Brndge Creek WSA 
Noxious weeds 

Elk summer range 
Sage grouse habitat 
Native fish habstat 
Garne fish habitat 


Additional management considerabons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives. 
Forage demand for ODF W big garne management objectives (number of animals), 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 100 150 43 
Pronghorn 40 10 4 
Elk 10 7 30 








BLM allotment name. CHIMNEY Allotment number 06033 
Management category” l BLM acres: 14,789 
Number of pasture(s}j- 9 Private acres: 4 44h 
AMP umplemented: None State acres. 0 
Season of use 04/16-1031 Other Federal acres: 0 
Active AUMs 215 Total acres: 24,233 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 2,015 

Maintain and/or improve ecological status throughout the allotment 

Mauzntaon or enhance water quality 


Maintain cover (sagebrush and juniper) for wintering mule deer 
Mazntain habrtat for Castilleja steensis candsdate species near Kiger overtook and west to the head of McCoy Creek 
Obtain an upward trend on 20 98 miles of streamside npanan vegetation 


Ripanan habitat 

Fishenes habitat 

High Steens WSA 

Wildirfe habmat 

Ecological status of vegetation 

Noxious weeds 

Allotment objectives are for Otley Brothers allotrnent which was divided into East Ridge, West Slope. and 
Chemney allotments 

Cornmon boundary with Steens Summit nonuse area 1s unfenced which asilows cattle to dnfi into nonuse area 

Native and/or game fish habstat 


Additional management considerabons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF'W big game managernent objectives (number of anima!s). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 1,000 200 149 
Pronghorn 70 20 6 
Elk 25 10 8 








Southeasi Oregon Resource Management Pian / Exvirorumenial Impact Siaiement 


BLM allounest name. WEST SLOPE Aliotment sumber 06034 
Management category. I BLM acres: 3,328 
Number of pacture(s). $s Private acres: 8,137 
AMP umplememted: None State acres. 6 
Season of use. 06/01-10/31 Other Federal acres: 0 
Active AUMs: $62 Total acres: 11,465 
Suspended AUMs. 0 

Total AUMs: $62 

Mauntam or enhance water quality 


Preserve wilderness characteristics im the High Steens WSA 
Obdtam an upward trend on streamside mpanan vegetabon 


Additional management emphasis 
R:panan habrtat 
High Steens WSA 
Wildlife habmat 
Ecologycal status of vegetation 
Noxious weeds 
Water quality 
Native fish habrtat 
Allotment objectives are from Ovley Brothers allotment which was divided into East Rudge. West Slope, and 


Chunney allotments 


Additona] management considerations with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives. 
Forage demand for ODF W big gare management objectives (number of animals). 


Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 


Deer 600 100 4! 
Pronghorn $0 0 1 
Elk 2s $ 16 
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Actrve AUMs. 3,866 Total acres: 35,54 


Deer surmmmer: range 

Bighorn sheep 

Sage grouse 

Water quality 

Ensure that vegetation conversions (burning. spraying, chamung, seeding. etc ) do not reduce the vanety of plant species or 
communities in abundances necessary for thew continued existence and normal fimctioning 


Additonal management consideravons with impiementatca of proposed RMP alternatives: 
Forage demand for ODF W big gare management objectives (number of animals). 


Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AM) 





© 8&8 $ 
~~ 








Sousheas! Oregon Resource Managemen: Plan / Exvironmenial Impact Siaiemen: 


Suspeaded AUMs 0 
Total AUMs. 1,000 


— biecti 
None 


Water qual:ty 
Rice 
Should be marmtained as farmland 


Target for exchange for Steens and Pueblo propernes 


Addémonal management consideratons with implementation of proposed RMP alicrnatives: 
None 














BLM allotment narne BRIDGE CREEK Allotment number 06037 
Management category I BLM acres: 3,055 
Number of pasture(:) 2 Private acres: aes 
AMP implemented No State acres: 0 
Season of use To be determined Othe: Federal acres 0 
Active AUMs: 0 Total acres: 3,543 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs: 0 

niet : a 

None 

LAdisionel — 


Bridge Creek Allotment consists of two parcels of newly acquired land (Witzei, | 993 and Thompson, | 994) 
Piannming 1s still in the inventory phase Some has been grazed to accomplish mpanan objectives in the Harde Summer 
Allotment (6025) 


Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (nurnber of animals). 





Competitive forage 
Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
Deer 0 0 + 
Pronghorn 0 0 0 
Elk 10 » 32 
Proposed or existing ACEC: 
Fw Groves potential ACEC 








Southeast Orepor Resource Managemen: Pian / Lavironmenia: Impaci Siciemen: 


BLM allotnem narne SCHOUVER FLAT Alloumen muznber Oot st 
Managermem category Mw BLM acres. 1305 
Number of pastures) I Provate acres c 
AMP implemented None State acres 0 
Season of use Other Feders! acres 0 
Actrve AUMs 120 Total acres 1,305 
Suspended AU Ms 0 
Total AUMs: 120 
Exsstang grazing managemer obpectives: 


W ater quality 
Bighorn sheep 


Additional management conswierstions with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
None 











BLM sllotmem same STONEHOUSE Allotment number 06040 
Managemen caicgory i BLM acres: 10,3992 
“umber of pasture: 5) l Prowate acres: #4) 
AMP umpliermnemied ome Semte acres. 0 
Season of use O6/15- Owis Othe: Federal! acres. 0 
Actrve AUMs 2,100 Total acres. 104s 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs 2,100 


Mauntam of umpro ¢ ecological status of vegrtanon 

Maumtaun the sesthetx and visual condmtons of land and weiter 

Prevent acceiersied croson 

Masntain the natural deversity of wiidlife by mamtamong er isting habaat 

Marmtain naturalness solitude and pomitve recreation 

Increase producton of Irvestack forage through resource improvements and changes in grazing symems 


Ripanan 

Wetland meadows 

WSAs Lowe: Stonehouse Stonehouse 
F wshenes 

Sage grouse habrtat 

Upland vegetation sera! stages 
Bighorn sheep 

Water quality 

Game fish habaat 


Additonal management consideratons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W tig game management objectives (number of animals) 


C orapetitive forage 
Sumener Winter demand (AUM) _ 
Deer 200 0 ” 
Pronghorn 240 0 5 
Eh 10 0 17 














Somtheasi Ore pom Resource hhanspemer: Plan Emvicommenic |g Sucemen 


BLM shownen name WALDKIRCH FFR Alomnen number 
Managemo™ category c BLM scores: 
Number of pastures) ! Prevate acres 
AMP unpiernemted: None Suse acres 
Season of use 1201-1230 Other Federal acres 
Actrve AUMs 12 Total acres 
Suspended AU'Ms 0 

Toul AUMs 12 

‘None 

Addmons!) management emphas:s 

None 


Addmona! management considerapons wth impiementatorn of praposec RMP alternatives, 
None 


353 














Season of use 0} 29-0415 Othe: | edere: acres 


Actwe AUMs im Tota! acres 


| et 














Soames: Ore pan Re scm ¢ thamcpemen Pian bavrommenia img Sawer 


BLM shownem nar WILEY FFR Alogment aumiber @103 
anagemen Cargo) c BLM ans u 
“eumiber of pasture 1) ! Preeete acres 1137 
AMP emgeemenant ome Ser acres 0 
Season of use 00! Other Feders! acres 0 
Acuve AUMs ¢ Total acres 1175 
Suapended AM: c 

Total AUMs t 

Ea wteng gramng managemen otyectves 

None 

AGdtsona management emphasis 

Water quality 


Addmonal management consdersbons eth omplemenvnar of proposed BMP ahernanves 
None 














BLM shower pare DEFENBAUCH FFR Abouners numer 
Managemen Calrgory c BLM acres 
Seurmber of pasture 5) 2 Prowse acres 
AMP omguemenmio’ ‘one Sumer scores 
Season of use 501-0530 Other Feders! acres 
Acove AUMs to Total acres 
Suspended Al Ms © 

Top! AlMs Ce 


Exeter; g . % Management obyectrves 


Addons. ~anagement emphasis 
(omen fat habeas 


Aédmona! management comudersbons eth omplementatan of proposed BMP ahernatvrs 
None 


3.933 








Southeast Oregon Resource Managemen: Plan / Environmental Impact Siatemeni 


BLM aliotment name: WRENCH RANCH FFR Allotment sumber- 06105 


Management category: c BLM acres: 388 
Number of pasture(s): 4 Private acres: 4544 
AMP umnplemented: None State acres: 0 
Season of use: 10/01-10/31 Other Federa! acres: 0 


Active AUMs: $1 Total acres: 4,932 


Suspended AUMs: 0 
Total AUMs: $1 


Existi : objectives: 
None 


Riverien babi 
Water quality 
Game fish habitat 


None 











Water quality 
Riserien babi 
Sage grouse habitat 


Additiona! management 
consideratons with implementaton of proposed RMP alternatives. 


84% 
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Southeesi Orepor Resource hhanagemen: Pian / Exvironmenial impact Siaiemen: 


BLM allotment narnc CRUMP/CALD FFR Allounent sumiber 
Management category c BLM acres: 
Number of pasture(s) 3 Private acres. 
AMP umnplemented None State acres. 

Season of use 05.01 -05/30 Other Federal acres: 
Acuve AUMs. 12 Total acres: 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs. 12 

None 

Adéinona! management emphasis” 

None 


None 


1,631 








BLM allotment name HENRICKS FFR Allounem number 06108 
Management category c BLM screx: 133 
Number of pasture(s) 2 Private acres. 8) 
AMP umpicmenicd None Sumte acres. 0 
Season of use 1001-10731 Other Federal acres: i) 
Acuve AUMs. nN Total acres: 4 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs- x» 

None 

Additonal management emphas:s 

Water quality 


Addinona! management considersbons with implementaton of proposed RMP alternatives 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management objectives (murnher of animals). 


Competitive forag: 








Sousheas: Orepan Resource hhanagemen: Plas / Exvivronmensa: impact Sasiemen: 


BLM alouner name CASEY FFR Allotment sumnber 06109 
Managemess ceicgory Cc BLM acres: 38! 
Number of pastures) I Private acres” 146 
AMP mnpiemente< None State acres 0 
Season of use OW/16-11/16 Other Federal acres: 0 
Actve AUMs 21 Total acres: 627 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs. 21 

None 


None 














BLM ahownent name STILL FFR Alloument mumber G6110 
Management cairgory Cc BLM acres: 311 
Number of pastures) 5 Private acres: 2990 
AMP ingiememted None Sumte acres 0 
Season of use 121-1230 Orne: Feeders! acres 0 
Actrve AUMs ob Total acres: 3,01 
Suspended AL IMs 0 

Total AUMs- io} 

— : bier 

None 

Ndditionsl — 

Rapenan habitat 

W ater quality 


Addmmonal management conssderanons with implementation of proposed RMP shernatrves 
None 











Southeast Oregon Resource Managemen: Pian / Exverommental impact Ssasement 

BLM aloemem nance DUNBAR FFR Abgonent murder O611! 

Management category c BLM scres: $19 

Number of pasturcis) 2 Prowate acres. 2,026 

AMP empiememtes None State acres: 0 

Season of use 04601-11/15 Other Federal acres is) 
we AUMs tf Total acres. 2,345 

Suspended AUMs © 

Total AUMs of 

—_ —_ 

None 

Additions! management emphasis 

None 








Addmonal management considersbons with umplementaton of proposed RMP shernatrves 
None 




















BLM alotnem name LONG BOLLOW FFR Abounent number 
Managemen category c BLM acres 
Number of pasture 4) 2 Private acres: 

AMP wnpierm mec None Stmte acres. 

Seasor of use Owle-11/l6 Other Federal acres 
Acuve AUMs 103 Total acres 
Suspended AUMs i) 

Tot AUMs 103 

Exsstinge graring managemen obyectves 

“ane 


Addmonal management consderanons with nplementanon of proposed RMP shernstives 
‘None 


112 


2,124 














BLM aboemer name HAMMOND FYR Alooment number 6100 
Management caargory c BLM acres 264 
Number of pastures) 4 Prevate acres 6.46! 
AMP wnpiememec None Sue acres 0 
Season of use 0401- 040 Other Federal acres 0 
Acuve privileges 32 Total acres. 6,725 
Suspended prviieges 0 
Tow prrvviieges 32 
Exwtng granng maragemen otectves 


Mamease un improve ecological statu of vegriapor 

Mameam the sesthetic and visual conditions of land and water 

Prevent accelersted cromon 

Mamas the natural drversity of wridife by mamtauming existing habsat 

Marmtaun neturainess solitude and pomitrve recrranon 

increase production of livestock forage through resource improvements and changes in grazing systems 





Addr coma! management emphasis 
Water quairy 


Addémronal management considerations with umplementatyon of proposed RMP shernst:ves. 
Forage demand for ODF W big game management obyectves (number of animals), 





Campentve forage 
Summer Wiumer demand (AUM) 
Deer sO 73 Une 
Pronghorn 0 0 0 
Eh 0 0 0 
Recreatona! and sensitve fish hebutat 


Seeams with known riparian communities and DEQ water quality considerations (Appendix D, Table D-2) 
Ident fied water quality problems from DEQ 1988 NPS Assessment 











BLM slhowmerm nace ROCK CR. FFR Alhoumen mumiter 114 
Managemen cairgory c BLM acres: 1472 
Number of pastures) $ Prrvate acres. 9.315 
AMP mmpicmnemec None State acres: 0 
Season of use 0401-025 Othe: Feders! acres. 0 
Acuve AUMs 148 Total acres: 10,787 
Suspendec ALMs 0 

Total AUMs i4e 


lmprove/mamtam vegetation condipons to benefit Irvestoct and wildlife 
Manage for Grversity of wildlife habuat to provide for a vanety of wiidlife species 


Forags production 

Ecologocal comdnon 

Antelope hab:tat 

Riparian habitat (Rock Creck Reservow) 
Sage grouse 

Nowous weeds 

W ater quality 

Garne fish habrat 


Additonal management consersvons with implementaton of proposed RMP alternatives 
None 





Somameas: Orepam Resource hhancpemen Pian Lavirommena img Sacuemen 


BLM shotmem narne DIXON FFR A Later mart w1IS 
Manageme: cairgory c BLM acres 1a 
“umber of pastures) I Prrveae acres” 113} 
AMA? arenemnemes None Same acres © 
Seasce of use 1141-11796 Othe: Federal acres. i 
Acuve AUMs 2 Toss ecres, 124 
Sumpended A\Ms 0 

Total AUMs 2 

Exsstang gramng management obyectves: 

None 

Addémonal management emphas:s 

Water quality 


Addéstonal management conssdersvons with implementanan of proposed RMP ahernatrves: 
None 














AGOricme Manageme cophesis 
Bughort sheep 
DEQ wmer quairy 


Aédmonal management comsidersioms with unplemenasnon of proposed RMP shernatves 
“ome 














Semesteras! Orr poe Reser « thameprmen Pea baevormmmemsss ig Siem 


Bl electreeer errr KASER FPR 4 lace must mr 
Managemen cargo c BLM scree 4) 
Namib of pasar ' Pov acres S73 
OLD erage me ome Sam acre ¢ 
Sesece of ua Of) 87) te | edere acres ¢ 
Acwwe AUMs 5 Toul scree 1ats 
Sumpemdet 4 Ma . 

Toul AUMs 5 

fF asmung gracing managrmets cteecees 

“None 

AAO ere menagerie emmphesis 

None 


KAS manager (omesdereioms © onpermermnatr of prrgwmed BMT herrea ves 
Nome 








Bl alacermete rane LU?PHER FFR A leatrmeT masters wis 
Managemen caarge7) c BLM acres oe 
Neummiber of pastures | ! Prevewe acres: 14) 
AAP eegecmcrne ome Same acts 0 
Seance of use e501 - 531 Othe: Federel acres 9 
Ace Al Ms 23 Tow! acres pal 
Sempended 4. Ma © 

Toast AUMs 21 

£ acatemg gracing anagemets ctyectves 

Nome 

A Gcrecne menagermets copes 

Name 


Nbdnene) managemen comasterenoms ele wmpiemenance of proposed RMP ahernatves 
Nome 











Southeast Oregon Resource Managemen: Plan / Environmenial impact Siatemeni 


BLM allotment name: POLLOCK FFR Allotment murnber. 
Management category: c BLM acres: 
Number of pasture(s). 2 Private acres: 

AMP umpiemented: None State acres: 

Season of use: 0401-02715 Other Federal acres: 
Active AUMs: 19 Tots! acres: 
Suspended AUMs: 0 

Total AUMs: 19 

None 

Bighorn sheep 


None 


3,581 








Elk habstat 
Rupanan habrtat 
Game fish habstat 


Addstona! management considerstons with implementsnon of proposed RMP alternat:rves 
Forage dernand for ODF W big game managernent objectives (marnber of animals), 


Compentive forage 

Summer Winter demand (AUM) 
0 
0 
73 














Scutheasi Orepon Resource hhanagemen: Pian / Exvironmenial impact Siciemens 


Manegemen: caicgory C 
Number of pasture’ s; | 
AMP anpiemented None 
Season of use 040! 0430 


uve AUMs. 


Suspended AUMs 
Totsl AUMs: 


Se S 


None 


Addspona!l management emphasis 
None 


Addsnonal managemeni conssderenons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives” 


None 


Aljoument murnbse: 
BLM scres: 

Private acres. 

State acres 

Other Federa! acres” 


Total acres: 


66121 


2,010 





BLM allotne.st nance STARR FFR Allowrnemt sumiber 06122 
Managemen category c BLM acres: 188 
Number of pastureis) ! Provete acres. 590 
AMP empiememed None Suse acres 0 
Season of use 0401-060 Other Federal acres: 0 
Acuve AUMs 9 Tota! acres: 77% 
Suspended AUMs 0 

Total AUMs 9 

None 

Addipona! management ermphasis 

Writer quality 


Addsnonal management comsiderstons with implementation of proposed RMP alternatives: 
None 








Sousheas: Oregon Resource hbanagemen: Pian / Exvironmenia! Impact Siciemen: 


BLM alounem narnme WINDMILL FFR Alioumert number 06124 
Managemen category c BLM screx: 206 
Number of pasturcis) I Prrvute acres: 6s 
AMP umpiememiec None State acres: 0 
Season of use 0901-0930 Cather Federal acres: 0 
Acuve AUMs: is Total acres. Lt) 
Se ended AUMs- t¢) 
Teal AUMs: is 

None 

Addmona! management emphasis 

Rapanan habitat 

Water quality 


Addsnona] management considersbons with mmplementanon of proposed RMP shternatives: 
None 








BLM alhoener name ROARING SPRINGS FFR Ailoumem muruber 06125 
Managemen caicgory c BLM scres: 7,571 
Number of pasturc's) 3 Private acres. 1997 

AMP mngiermenicd one Same acres 0 
Season of use 0301-0415 Other Federal acres. 0 
Acuve AUMs bee Total acres: 20,568 
Suspended AL Ms 0 

Total AUMs boo 

Exsstimg grarng management obyectves 

improve ard mamtam npanan “ebriat by mcreasing herbeceous and deured woody species (wilicws and associsied 
species ) 

Manage uplands ns mosax of native piant communines and sera! stages tha’ appear wo be changing ecologically to 8 pomt 
of concern over future watershed margnty 


Manage forage and water resources to provide quality habmat for wild horses im the South Sieens HMA 

Land and resource uses will be managed to provide habitat for viable popwstions of Special Status plant anc arama! 
species 

Forage and water resources will be managed to provide sufficcemt qualines and quantities that wil! support s harvest on 8 
sustamed basis for Irvestock. wild horses, and widisfe 

Manage land and resource uses within WSAs in 6 manner thet will protect and enhance wilderness values within the scape 
of the IMP for land under wiiderness review 

Manage lend and resource uses within the Donner und Blitzen NWSR i protect and improve resource condspons with 
special ernphasis on the OR Vs described m the NWSR management pian 

Maintaw or improve fishenes and aquatc habitat through changes m npanan vegrtation within the ailotnent to enhance 
water temperstures. reduce peak flows. mcrease sustauned flows. and reduce sedimentation 

Manage vegetston to enhance or martan. 2 diverse habstat mosax for s drversity of wildiife species 

Aftennon will be given to seasonal and yearty habitat requirements for al) wiidiife species 

Remtroduce natura! and prescribed fire as an ecosystern functon to mamtam waterthed imtegnty bydrologx funcnon, 
ectweve 8 mosax of forage productun and cover needs for wildlife and |ivestock and enhance the nchness of plant and 


animal species 


Addons! management emphasis 
Bighorr sheep 
Water quality 
Ripanan habitat 
Gare fish habsat 


Addiponal management considerabons with implementation of proposed RMP ahernat: ves: 








Semmens: Oregon Lesca¢ bhamegemen Pum Lavivomemena ima Suaiemen 


Farage aemané for ODF WH tng gamne managemen obyectwes number of anemais) 





Compentwe forage 
1.100 24 


Surumer me Gemand .AUM) 
200 

‘ 

iq 








BUM ahotnes nacne KUENY RANCH FRR Ahooment number 06127 
Managerucer caargory c BLM acres 795 
Number of pasture 5) 2 Preveae acres” 64% 
AMP enpiernemicc ome Samar acres 0 
Season of use 0301-0531 Otme: F edere! acres 12 
Acuwe AUMs “0 Tow! acres. 9235 
Swapemdd AM () 

Towsl AUMs “ 

Exssung gramng management otyectves” 

None 

ASdrons managemen emphasis 

None 


Aédémana) management consséersvons wrth impiementanarn of proposes WMP shernatves 
None 
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Sousheas: Ovepan Resource hamcpemen: Pian Eavironmenio mga Saiemen 


BUM abotmen name KONEK FRR Aboument murnber LPs | 
NMamagemerr category c BLM acres Ma 
“eumber of pesturas) 1 Private acres 257 
AMP empicme.nec one Same acres. (‘) 
Seasor of use 040) 043% Other Federal acres t) 
Acuve AUMs 10 Toul acres: 571 
Seapended A\'Ms © 

Toul AUMs 10 

Exsstang grazing managernees objec coves 

None 

Aédsmons' managemen ermphes:: 

Non 


Aédémmonal management consséerapons wi impiementanon of proposed RMP shernstrves 
one 
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BLM aliotmen narne SCHARF? FFR Alounernt mumber 06130 
banagemen category c BLM acres 414 
Number of pastures s) I Prewate acres. 4 060 
AMP umnpiememies Nome State acres. 0 
Season of use 0601-1631! Other Federal! acres. i) 
Acuve AUMs of Total acres. 4464 
Sumpended AM: 0 

Towsl AUMs ot 

Exssting gramng management obyectrves: 

None 

Addons! management emphasis 

Deer surnme: range 

Sage grouse habeus 

Water quality 

Cramne fish habaat 


Adddrpana) managemem conssdersnons with impiememtanan of pruposed BMP sherna: ves 
None 


Appendices })) 








Seusteast Oregon Resow:s bhancgemen: Pian Lavvronmensc: impact Suemen 













Appendix F 
Desired Wildlife 
Habitat Conditions 


The followwng aarrau wt Gescrbes habeus Charectenstas amd Cond@moms shang orth meigatng measures thet 
eull meet wridiefe management otyecuwes Thos wull also prowsde mare Geir! far te DRC deacribed 
Ohageer } and address habeus sues Geacribed «= Chagec: ) 


Wildlife Habitat Security and Human 
Disturbances 


Humae dusturbances to eikdiife security that oparduse eomtcr survival cr umericre wrth breedung season 
acuvrues showld be svoded of menumuzed w Gee extent practical Thes can be accomplished by preacritang 


specifx adpustments to the Ureng kx anon of durspoe of prarnually Geatuteng au viues wtoch are ieghty 
vaned and often assoc med with BLM land use suthonzavons 











Wimer use typcally begons for most casters Oregon species of wiidlife bry December and ends by carty 
March Wah the excepuon of some owls. breedhng season actrvives typacally begun by carty March and 
extend Grough June Local vanauons to these seasonal generaiizavons may modify wiidhfe protecuon 
stipulapons because of clevanon defferences or other factars Refer to the energy and minerals acuity 


stapulavons for standard protecvon measures assca ated with erplorauor and development 


Structural Projects 


Power lines should be configured accordeng to curren techmcal references for eridife mimgation so that 
elecacuvon of other hazards to burds may be menemuzed of evonded (an example of such 8 technx al 
reference us Suggested Pracuces for Ragnar Protection on Power Lines Ragnor Research Fowndanon Inc 
1981) 


Fence design for livestock grazing admonstranor should conform ecth BLM Manual 1717 | ethach 
specifies specif wwe spacings and types (srnocth barbed or net) depe- tung on the suidhfe species presem 
wn the pryect area These standards ey!) a Commadate most evidiife movements and monmire the nish of 
wyurnes oF death due to entanglement and collmsons 


Bord ramps need to be installed in livesicn t troughs where entrapmenUdrowning of smal! anomais has heen 
observed Surtace flows of water onginaung from |ivesioct troughs or nearby sirearnfcws ell normally 
clumanate entraganent problems and the necessity for berd ramps, 


Vegetation Management 


Prescribed land weatments that umpact the Character of upland hatwiats whowkd be designed and (arned out 
80 at to menerm ze the negative compacts ass sated with changes to forage cover and structure Design 
features um hedeng tempos al (uimeng) and spatial (hex avor) Comssderatcms ell Commrvbute toward reduc ung 
adverse impacts to hatwiat each as fragmentancn 


Agpentwrs 115 








Semcteras Orr poe Reson thamopemen Pu fermen ima rr 
Juniper Woodlands 


Jemaper habwums showld prowsde the following tunds of Characteristics emportant |) wuldiefe (|) peaches of 
Qeertaal end tedung cower for mule deer and clk (2) scamered mature wees sutatic for nesng rapmors wah 
as ferrugmows beets (3) masmenance of large wees (approwsmmamcty 24 och Guamescr measured | fact 
abowe ground) wth aesung/tedung Cates for warous apecuts of small marnals and terds (4) downed 
wees for smal! amuma! refugua and eg game teGeng cower and (S) wegrumon moses of appronemamcty SO 
percem pumeper cower and SO peroem shrub or grassland 


Sagebrush Steppe 


Bug sagebrush shrub overmones as described oe tee DRC (OChagecr 3) whowhd catebe haba characters 
ucs described m Tatte | Departures from Geese condsuons presemt anportummes to (|) allow natural 
recovery to restare wuldiele Cower vabues (]) supplement sagetrush recovery by seedeng rehatelmateon and 
(3) reduce sagrtrush cower and mcrease patcheness by waeng fre Chemaal of mechanecal means 


Forest Management 


Manage for snags amd green wee replacemems for enags op fort sted habeat: lo manta euidiife papwls 
vons at the 60 to 70 percem level 


ES ST TT a a TT I) 
Table F-1. Characteristics of Shrub Overstories. 
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Shrub Overstory Charactenstics Importance of Characternsiics 
|) Skewb oversianes presem im a Vanety m spatial arrangements is 
vanety of epaual arrangements and comssdertd one of several emporant 
ales across the landscape leve! ondac ators of evidhfe habuat health 
om judeng some large COmuguces Grversity and comnecuvity Healthy 
blocks lands corndor. and mosa shrub oversiones located withen s 


varvety of areas and af a vanety of 
sales wil help to avosd the adverse 
comsequences of oversiory fragmenta 
von and meet the needs of a vanety of 


anemal opecies 


These proporvions generally councide 
with what the ODFW has recom 
mended for sage grouse habriat needs 
(Sage Growse im Oregon Wridlife 
Research Repon Number |S April 








Appendices 
ee 





Stew> Overmory Characarrumxs importance of Charactensacs 
mast seedung forage producvas 
capacity Seodungs are used wo defer ar 
resi nate uplands am openan 
hatetats thereby providing amportamt 
indurect benefits 10 wikdfe Neverthe 
less. seediags meen to provide some 
shrubby structure far wiidhife use 
arde: to comply eth the imtemt of the 
rangeland health insuacve 
4) Steud overmianes art present = Herbaceous undersianes provide both 
predomunandy light 1 mote: ce farage and cover for wikdiefe The 
canapy coverages (defined as approw = presence of some Ingh-density shrub 
mately Sto |S percent camapy cover areas may mect certian special 
coverage) wtuch allow for the pres wiidhfe nabtat needs However. the 
ence of a Gverze grass and ford presence of ngh shrub cover densmmes 
undertiory over large arcas 1s gencrally an 
indxc aon of poor rangeland health 
$) Strub oversianes are present in Mature overmones are more likely to 


predomenantly mature. late structural meet the forage and structural needs of 

status as described in Thomas et al wildi:fe For erample mature shrubs 

10Ra supply more structural complexsty and 
votume for nesting burds and are more 
able to supply winter forage or cover 
for tag game 





We prqran ev mgreres of dvd cvermeres antag) © fer Oe ware of rengriand beth Gameerés 
and eridhte tebe equecmren ov tes érerrewerd 6 te ede) jie prow Wee! and @ ligt of 
corrvemdeng reagriantd dy@ owe: omdeeme 

| Srwt cover Gandar@: by wedded range me be ies thee te D8 we VK operces cumemme ober be wedhng 
ove 0 eveguiy and semanrrs te cote & wage df te werden warres oad © Gruneerd by 0 gressiond 
eal 





Temporary Nonrenewable Grazing Use 


Allow for the possibility of Temporary Non Renewable (TNR) livestock grazing use where the conse. 
quences of additonal uplizanoe allow BILM to meet the following bunds of general wiidhfe habuat goals 
(1) hght wahzanoe levels (less than or equal to 40 percent uthzavon as defined in this document) in key 
areas so that cured vegetanon on fall greenup if presen are avaiable wo meet eg game forage demands 
(2) stamdang herbaceous vegetavon  svasiable to be used as cover by nesting berd species such as song 
bards. sage grouse. and waterfow! and (}) spring or fall crested wheatgrass seeding forage ( greenup) 1s 
avaslable for geese 
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Notes and Habitat Descriptions of 
Special Status Species 











Barrow's goldencye 


Nesting cover in breeding areas. 


Nesting cover in breoding areas. 


May benefit from installation of nest 
boxes. No other specific recommended 
measures for conservation identified at 
this ume. 


Found in a variety of dense, mature or 
old growth forests and aspen; many of 
the aspen stands on public land are not 
reproducing duc to several factors; 
protection of juniper nesting habitats 
will influence proposed juniper 
“control” areas. 
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Southeas: Orepon Resource Managemen! Plan / Exvirormenia: impact Sagiemen 





Cocamon Name Bnef Notes about the Specs Hatetat issues of Concern 





Ferruginous hawk Breeder in MRA and JRA in open Lima human disturbances arcund nesi 
sagebrush country. Nests on a varnety sates, avond large blocks of crested 
of substrates including sagebrush. rock wheatgrass seedings whuch imu prey 


species. Breeds im ARA and uses vetucle use around nesi sites, mantan 
jumper for nesung. scattered yunuper for nest sates. Sage- 
brush control. 
Swainson's hawk Associated pnmaniy with wooded farm General habstat health. 


land un the Treasure Valicy. Also 
present in willow bottoms on larger 
river systems acar Jordan Walicy. 


Black-shouldered kite Considered by ODFW as “recent Typacally hunts meadows, pastures or 
status in the state as a breeding spe- populavons 
cies.” Confirmation of breeding status 
could elevate the species to a Special 
Status. No Special Status identified at 
thus ume 


Beulah Reservow, Owyhee Reservou, 
Malheur River, and Owyhee River. In 
ARA usually found ncar Malheur 
Nawonal Wildlife Refuge 

Merlin Reportedly exturrpated from Oregon asa = None idenufied in planning area at the 
breeding species (Oregon Natural present ume. 
Herttage Program). Identified as a 
spring and fall migrant only. 

Peregrine falcon Rare winter visitor, spring and fall Typacally husts over large wetlands and 
migrant. See Birds of Malheur County, = marshes supportung shorebirds whach 
Contreras, 1996. are sought as prey 

Mountain quail Associated with mid- and upper Quality npanan habitat. 
elevation npanan habstats with aspen 
and other shrubby npanan species See 
“Birds of Malheur County, Contreras, 
February 1996. 

Western sage grouse Fairly common as a breeder in pre- Sagebrush cover for forage and shelter, 
ferred habitat supporting a vanety of healthy meadows for succulent forage 
tall and low sagebrush vaneves and insect food sources, herbaceous 


interspersed with meadow complexes. — cover for nesting 














Common Name Brnef Notes about the Speoes Hates basues of Concern 
Poseatually a breeder mm 2880 whoa syRems 
with de Owyhee River and Snake 
River below the Owyhee Dam. Breeder 


Greater sandhul! crane Present only as 2 breeder on private Roosts, nests. and rears young im wet 
land (McDermutt Cree! Grammage in meadows. large area required per 
southern JRA) Breeder at Pucbio nesting paar, nest and young (called 


season, but such use has not been het wire barners separating young from 
documented adults 

Snowy plover Breeder in ARA at Alvord Lake, Borax Off-road vehicles may disturb nesting 
Lake, and other areas. Reported as a actvity. 
mugrant from Batch Lake by Kindschy 

Upland sandpiper Rare occurrence im upper elevation Uses hightly grazed meadows. 
mountain meadows in MRA Never 
recorded m ARA. 

Long billed curlew Breeds in several lower elevation Conversion of rangeland to agnculture 
rangelands on BLM land Associated may adversely impact the species. 
with rangelands in early succession 
often supporting species such as 
cheatgrass and annual mustards 

Black tern Seen at Batch Lake and Bully Creek Heavy grazing on emergent vegetanon. 
Reservow during the summer but not 
confirmed as a breeder to date. 

Caspian tern Breeds along major river systems such = Requires sand islands for nesting and s 
as Malheur River healthy population of small to medum 

sized fishes. 

Forster's tern May nest locally at Beulah Reservow, = Nesting sites on major river systems. 
Bully Creek Reservow Fledglings seen 
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Soumteeas: Ovepom Resource hbamagemen: Pian | Exvirommenso. imp: Siemens 





Commoe “ame 


Yelbow-tulled cuckoo 


Great gray ow! 





Hatecx: bssues of Comcern 





Associated with comomwoods on Snake Catlle grazing and sircam altcravon 


River mm MRA and Sicens Mountun 
and Pueblo M.untasns in ARA 


Typscally breeds wm carly succession 
rangeland supporung cheaigrass and 
other weedy annual species at lower 
elevanons m ARA, MRA. and JRA. 
(Note They have been seen occasion- 
alty un good quaisty rangeland also ) 


Probably breeds ms. northwestern corner 
of Malheur County Recent observa- 
uons have been made during the 
breeding season 


impacts on the health of cottonwoods. 


Human disturbances during nesung 


General habi.at health. 


Competivon for nest sites by starlings, 
nesting trees in ponderosa pine forests. 


Conversion of mature forest types to 
young and fast growing stands, loss of 











Common Name Brief Notes sbout the Speoes Hata issues of Comoern 
Pileated woodpecker Pane forest near lromade Mountasn Retempoe of two of more Camapy layers 
of forest overstory, retempon of acest 
wees ove: 2! inches mm caameter 
Wilhamsoa 's sapsucker Pine forcsi sear lronsade Mountan Removal of obd growth wees in 
pomderosa pune forests. snag retenvon 
far mestang purposes 
Willow fycaiche: Uscommon breeder. lower clevapon Grazang wmpacts in mpanan arcas have 
mpanan habetats supporung willow and = severely umpacted habetal in some 
other shrubby speccs wcas 
Bank swallow Coloma! nester im selected locapons. Protect mestung colomes from muneral 
notably on highway from Adnan to maternal sales 
Hormedaie 
Pinyon jay No madera records bul may have Juniper management 
occupred yunaper habrtat in the past 
Pygmy nuthatch Uncommon to rare breeder in pine Pine forest man: gement 
forests on northwestern Malheur 
County 
Gray catherd Hastorx breeder in Malheur County but = Riparian habutat health. shrub structure 
apparently no longer. in spite of some availability 
specific surveys conducted for the 
species during the 1990's Eastern 
Oregon 1s the western edge of this 
species range 
Veery Rare wanderer in recent umes. Histonc P.upanan habstat health. shrub structure 
records of the species have been made —_ availability. 
on the carly 1900's. Kindschy reported 
one at Batch Lake, some records 
wndocate observations were made near 
the Malheur Nawvonai Wildlife Refuge 
Mountain bluebird Higher elevanon rangeland of both Jumper and aspen community health 
southern and northern Malheur County 
m association with yumiper, mahogany. 
and conifers Common on Steens 
Mountan 
Western bluebird Breeds locally in northwestern pariof = Juniper and aspen commun.ty health 





Soenmees: Orrpan Rescere hhamapemen Pian Lavirememetaa lingo Siciemen 








Commence Sate Bret Nemes ates Se Spr Hate issues of Comcern 

Loggertread shnke Typacally observed w= smal] sumbers General habutat health @ open sage- 
but eidely destributed ws thew preferred = brush and salt desert shrub types 
habetst wtech mchudes tall peaches of 
sagebrush squrwappic and some sal! 
desert habetats 

Black throated sparrow Central to southern Malheur County in = General habetat health m open sage- 
sage-covered slopes Alvord Valicy and brush and sali desert shrub types 
Pueblo Valley 

Black rosy fiach Lamsted sumbers possibly 100 or iess Low populavon aumbers. lemacd 
typacally seen on cast shapes of Sicems = Gustribwuon of sustable habstat 
Mountasn 

Grasshopper sparrow Recently seen by advanced berders Data from Morrow County, Oregon. 
around Vale suggests protect natural grasslands on 

slopes 

Bobolink Recent records from Juntura, Jordan Heavy gramng use of meadows during 
Valley, and Adnan Most grassy areas = the spring pernod 
with some willow, according to 
Contreras. Littl Bltzen Meadows m 
ARA. 

Pine grosbeak May be an wregula: breeder m lronside = Pine fares! management 
vicinity of Mathew County 

Northern leapard frog Recent records from agncultural land = Rare due to loss of habstai (permanent 


around Vale. but not reported on BLM = =—s ponds) and mtroduction of bullfrogs 











Columbia spotted frog 
water, found in slow stream margins bullfrogs or smallmouth bass. the frog 
and ponds 

Western toad Widely distribyted in Malheur County, Numbers decreasing in many parts of 
breeds im marvhes and sriail iakes Oregon due to habitat loss and un- 

known causes 

Woodhouse 's toad Reported mm associavion with lower Can utlize drver habitats than western 
“: eee. Oregon 1s at edge of range 

Biotched uger salamander Breeding 1m reservoirs, in JRA north Most abundant in fishless reservors. 
and south of Jordan Valley. and in numbers increased following Vale 
MRA ncar Cow Lakes, appears to be project reservow construcvon in 1960's 
moving east from idaho 














Common ‘arne Brief Noses shou te Haten bssues of Concern 

Desert collared lizard mbvabets rock peies. bowkder hullsades. Not abundant af sorthern lume of 
and tabus shapes where vegrtabon range. papulaboms can casily be 
pare depleted by collectors 

Desert horned kzard Occurs at lower clewapons than shart- Not abundant af narthers lama of 
horned hard. requires samdy opemings = ss range. papulatons can casily be 
am shrub cover depicted by coliectars Would act 

Gunve m homogeneous grassiand: 

Sagebrush hzard ln the past. erroneously thought to be Requires shrubland or woodland. 
uncommon. very sbundax sagebrush 86 would not Gerve im homogeneous 
flees gresslands 

Western ground snake ln MRA. found im Owyhee Reservow Al western humat of range. infrequent 
area im sandy of loose soul. or rocky observanons may be due to secreurve 
slopes: behavior. 

Lahontan cutthroat trout Thweatened species that mhabets Coyote Though fairly temperature tolerant. 


Lake and McDecmuti basins of JRA benefits from intact npanan cover and 


with hatchery rout 
Inland redband trout Widely distributed wm MRA. less Though fairty temperature tolerant. 
abundart in JRA few populavons are benefits from intact mpanan cover. 
genetcally pure subyect to hybndizatvion with hatchery 
vot 
Catlow Valley redband trout Lamaed to several streams in ARA Ripanan health. collaborative manage 
ment with pnvate landowners 
Bul! row Thwestened species that inhabits North Requires cold. clean water, intact 


Fork Mathew River, MRA; only migre- riparian canopy end deep pools for 
von and holding habuats occur on BLM —s refuge essential 


Tahoe sucker Inhabets Mc Dermit Creet basin in Al northern limut of range in Oregon. 
TRA abundant in Nevada and Califorma 
Margined sculpin Lamned to Walla Walls and Umatilla Requires cold. clean water. locally 
basuns (BRA) abundant but not widespread 
Lahontan redside Imhabets Mc Dermat Creek basen in Al northern limit of range m Oregon. 
TRA abundant in Nevada and Califorma 
Cahforma taghorn sheep Present im a vanety of canyonlands and = Avosdance of contact with domestic 
watiered mountasn ranges in al! three sheep 
RAs 
Gray wolf No longer resident as s breeding 


papy! anon im the planning areca 
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Commas Name Bret cers show tee Specs Hates bssues of Concert 
JRA only Gamage comrol wauppeng and use Coyune 
gemer om ccoupeed habia 
Camadnan byn1 Consadered to be exturpated from General habeus health 
Oregos accardeng to officaal reicase of 
information from USFWS. Regooe |. 
May 72, 1997. 
Calfaracs wolverine Possibly present m cxreme northees:. = General habetat health 
ern part of MRA and on Sicens 
Mounust 
White tasled jac trabtet Seen at agher clevauons in grassiand = =—-_- General habwtat) health 
aspect habetats w northern MRA Also 
seen m the lower southeast corners of 
the JRA also im grassiand aspect 
habetats 
Pygrry rabbe Great Basen sagebrush haba Brush comrol in Great Basen Sage 
habetacs 
Prebie's shrew Forested and unfore.ied npanan General habuat health expecially in 
habetats npanan areas 
Fringed myous Potenually present in a vanety of Impacts from caving activity. very 
habecats. suscepuble to human dictur hances 
forest pracaces, lrvesiock gramng 
Pacsfx wertern ing cared bat Present im some caves and punaper Cave management yuniper manage 
hatetats throughout the planning areca meni 
Amelope groundsquirre! Faurty common im selected lower General npanan habutat health on sash 
elevation sagebrush and sali desert desert environments 
rangelands 
Malheur pseudoscarpon Occurs in a State and privately-owned = Destruction of cave environment, 
cave. BLM admumsters some of the muneral de velopment. 
subsurface minerals 
Plananan Lamuned data about the species General rpenan habwiat health 
Malheur cave amphip: Lamned dats shout the species Genera ypanan habitat health 
Malheur pebbdiesna:! Lamuted data about the specues General npanan haba health 
Western ndgemusse! Lamaned data show the specoes General npanan habuat health 
Crooked creet spnagsna:! Lamaed dats about the species General npanan habwiat health 
Owyhee hot sprngsnas! Lamned data show the epecies Cenern opanan habstat health 
Malheur sprningsna:! Larned dats show the species Genertl npernan habe health 
Hotspring physa Limned dats shone the apecers Cemersl npervan habriat he alos 








Appendix G 
Projected Recreation Use 
Patterns 





Projected growth rete percentages fer the mast pepuder recres@enal ectvites is seutheasters (regen under low 
growth, maderste growth. ond overage grew ecenartes 
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Appendix H 
Recreational Opportunity 
Spectrum 


The Recrcapoe Opportumity Spectrum (ROS) prowsdes the comapeual framework for mvemory plameeng 
and management of Gee recreator resaurce The ROS recognizes thet peopie Gofier @ thew needs and im te 
cipenems Gey dewre Also te resource bast os act unefarm 4 vanes ot ms posemual for provedeng 
recreation cxpenences The ROS prowsdes s way to characterize esther the capability of @ resource to 
provide an cipenence or te demand for as cxpenence im terms of the actrvity opportundy and setieng 
opportumy provided ar demanded Therefort recreason opportumeucs (an be capeessed on terms of Gere 
Components the actuviues Ghee setting and Ge cipenence The possubie Combenatoons of tuese Gree 
Components art arranged along a Comunwum of spectrum The ROS  drveded mmo m1 classes. wth cach 
class defined = terms of 3 Combenamon of acuvity setung and cxpenence opportumues The st Classes 
ae Prumutive semapomve Bommotonzed semaprmd ve motanzed roaded natural rural and urten As 
Comcerved. the spectrum has applacabor to all land regardless of ownerviup of pursdicoom Classes are 
described below and shows on Maps REC-1A |). and iM 


Primitive 


Thos 8 essenually an unmodsfied natural eevironment of faurty large suze Use of motanzed vebwcies 
protubued There s an cxirvemety hugh probatelity of expenencing molavon closeness to nature and self 
rehance on ovtdoor skulls Actrviues may ux tude huhing nature study fishong cross country shung and 
foathoaeeng 


Semiprimitive Nonmotorized 


Thus 1s 2 predomant)y natural of natural appearing en vironment of moderate to large size Minemurm on 
sete Controls and restncvons may be present Use of motorized veha les 1s protutued There i s high 
probatelity of cxpenencing msolavon closeness to nature and self rehance on outdoor shillt Activites may 


wm bude Camngung hunung smowshoemg and foathoaung 


Semiprimitive Motorized 


Thas 1s 2 predommantly natural or natural appearing environment of moderate to large wre User unterac” 
von 1s low but there is evidence of other users Minimum on site Comtrots and restncuons may he present 
Use of mononzed vetcles s permemed There us maderae probablity of expenencing isolation ch oseness 
to nature and self rehance wn owndoor shille Acu vines may um hude hosting motor behing specialized 
landcraf! use mowntan clumbeng driving for pleasure (amprng and pa mn bing 

Readed Netura 





This 6 2 predommnanty natura) appeanng crvironment with moderate evidence of humans Evidence 
usually harmonizes wth the natural er vircepment Management provides for the use of Conventional 
motonzed vehwles There is an equal probabslity to expenence affiliation wrth other user growps and for 
rsolaton and interacvon eth the natural envwronment Challenge and osh opportunities are not very 
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Seater or poe Resor: Mamepomern PMue be rcmme ms loge Sacre 


empartan. sithough isting of outduw stulis may te Oppormumucs fur och musoried and mommcnorued 
rocreamos at swmilabie Acuwsurs may mchude bus tourng water sheng walking (amoceng sicddong and 
@rving for pleasure 





Rural 


Thus «2 substanually madefsed cevirommem Resource mada atoms and wih rabon pracuces are to 
enhance spoofx recreapoe acuwrues Facuhues are Geugned for use by 2 large sumber of peapie Motor 
wed use and partoung Gpportumenes arc svaslabike Thee probate) of user omicrac uo os madermc to tegh as 
8 Ge comvemence of sacs and apporweeucs These faciorn at generally more umporiani thas Ge pitrysa al 
setung Wibdland challenges amd icstung of cundoor siols art generally unermpertam Acuvioes may ot hate 


Urban 


Thos 2 substannally urhamzed cevwommen although te ha igrownd may have natural appearing 
clement: Renewabte resource madermzauor and urbamisavor practices are to enhance specifx recreaboe 
opportunmes Vegewarve cower ms often crotx and mamcured Large sumibers of users can be expected on 
wrte and = nearby areas Facslewes for haghty umensfied motor vehw ke wee and parting are avasiable The 
probatelity of user imeracvom os hegh as the comvemence of sites and opportunmues Erpenem ong natural 
ervwonmess and uses of cuudoor stills are relauvely unemponant Opportenrues for competitive and 
spectator sports and for passrve wses are Common Acuviues may in bude resort badging we skating team 
sports parucspation. tow boast wee. and pacmacting See Table ) 2) for the amownt of public land om each 
ROS class m each Resource Area 














Appendix I 
Off-Highway Vehicle Use 





Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV) Terms 
Definitions 





Federal Register 


The followeng terns are defined as stated m 43 CFR £34005 


Of -Roed Vehicte (OHV): any motored vetucte capable of or Gempned for. wave! om or ummedsatcly 
over land. water. or other natural terrasn. cachudeng (|) any nonamptuhous registered motorboat. (2) amy 
moltary fore emergency of law enforcement vehucke whwie beong used for emergency purposes (3) amy 
vetucle whose use « cupressly authorized by the authonzed officer, (4) vetacies mm officsal use, and (5) any 
combat or combat support vetucke when used m temes of natonal defense emergencies OHV use is subyect 
to aperateng regulations and vebacke standards set forth m 43 CFR 834) and £342 


Open area designation: any aca where al! types of vetacle use are permetied at all tomes. anywhere in the 
areca subyect to the operating regulavons and vehucle standards set forth m 43 CFR £341 and £342 


Limited ares designation: an arca restricted aw Ceram mes on Certann areas. and/or to certian vehscular 
use These restncuvons may be of any type. but can generally be accommodated wrthen the following 
caiegones sumber of vehacies. types of vebacles, ume or season of vehicle use. permatied or hcensed use 
only use on existeng roads and tasis. use on dessgnated roads and wasls and other restrictions 


Closed ares designation: an arca where OH use 1s profebvied Use of OHV's im closed areas may be 
allowed for certasn reasons however such use shall be made only with the approval of the authonzed 
officer 





Notices Relating to Existing 





OHV Designations 


The followrng us a lest of all the current Federal Register (FR) notes relating to OHV dessgnatons within 
the planning area 


PR Vol 45. No. 183, Seprember 18, 1980 Closure and Limaation of Use of Motorized Vehicles on Public 
Lands, Burns District Office Oregon 


PR Vol. $2, No. 34, February 20, 1987 Off-Highway Veticle Designation, Burns District 


PR Vol. $2. No $1, March 17, 1987, Off-Highway Vehicle Designation Correction (correcting FR nouce of 
February 20, 1987), Burns District 


FR Vol $7. No 122, Jume 24, 1992, Motor Vebucle and Camping Restrictions on Certasn Public Lands 
Adjacemt to Mann Lake. Burns District 


PR Vol 45. No 198, October 9. 1980, Vale District, Oregon Designation of Public Lands For Off-Road 
Veta ke Use 
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FR Vol. 49, No. 192, October 1, 1984, Motorized Vehicles on Public Lands, Restrictions of Use, Vale 
Distri 


FR Vol.54, No.168, August 31, 1989, Off-Road Vehicle Designations, Vale District. 


FR Vol. 58, No. 178, September 16, 1993, Limitations of Off-highway Vehicle Use to existing Roads and 
Trails, Vale District. 


Present Winter OHV Use Stipulations on 
Steens Mountain 


The following are decisions of the Andrews Management Framework Plan Amendment for Recreation 
Access Surrounding the Steens Mountain Loop Road, June 1993. 


Snowmachines are allowed on public land, outside of Wilderness Study Areas (WSAs), on both sides of the 
Loop Road. The BLM ensures access through the locked gate at Page Springs. The Loop Road is closed 
when wheeled vehicle use would cause damage to the roadbed. 


A request for a winter sports use permit is approved based on the following guidelines: 


¢ Adequate snow accumulation to ensure no damage would occur to soil and vegetation. A guide based on 
past experience is an average of 18 inches at 5,600 feet elevation. 

* For safety reasons such as the extreme weather conditions which can occur on the mountain, quickly and 
without warning, authorization of winter sports is limited to groups. 

* Groups desiring to cross-country ski, snowshoe, or use snowmobiles are required to have approval of the 
Burns District Office, requested in writing five working days prior tc each trip. Each request should 
indicate the number of skiers or snowmobiles in the group, include an itinerary indicating dates of use, 
routes to be taken, and the estimated time of return from the mountain. A permit is issued with pertinent 
stipulations or reasons given why a permit was rescheduled for another date or reasons given why a 
permit was denied. 

¢ Limit the amount of use to prevent undue stress on wildlife during critical winter months. A guide is to 
allow 30 wheeled vehicles through the deer winter range per month during December, January, and 
February and 60 vehicles per month during March, April, and May. 

* All access to winter sports areas along the north segment of the Loop Road is excluded during severe 
winters when such use would greatly stress deer on the winter range. 

* If snow is too deep for wheeled vehicles to get above the critical deer winter range, access is not to be 
allowed unless snow is cleared from the road. 

* The use of snowmobiles is excluded from WSAs. 

* People involved in winter sports activities are advised that use of private land should be made only after 
obtaining approval of the landowner. 


These guidelines may be amended if analysis of monitoring data, use levels, and effects to resources 
indicate the need in order to continue to meet resource objectives and user demands. 


Each group is encouraged to carry survival gear for use in case of an emergency. Trail markers are located 
along roads to mark WSA boundaries. When permits are issued, the BLM would undertake sufficient 
monitoring with resource personnel and law enforcement rangers to ensure compliance with permits and 
for public safety. No winter sporis would be allowed until the boundary markers are in place and the BLM 
has the capability to patrol the area. Winter use guidelines may be revised if the results of monitoring show 
that management goals are not being achieved. Nonmotorized winter sports use along the south segment of 
the Loop Road will not change. 
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Appendix J 
Visual Resource Management 
Class Objectives 


The Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA) of 1976 requires the BLM to consider the effects 
of management actions on the visual quality of the landscape. To protect visual resources, al] pubic land is 
inventoned to determine its Visual Resource Management (VRM) classification. The VRM objectives for 
each of four possible classifications are described below. 








Class 1—The objective of this classification is to preserve the existing Character of the landscape. This 
class provides for natural ecological changes, and 1 allows limuted management acuvity. The level of 
change should be very low and musi avi attract attention. Class | is assigned to those areas where a man- 
agement decision has been made to preserve a natural landscape. Thss includes areas such as wilderness. 
the wild secuons of National Wild and Scenic Rivers, and other Congresssonailly and administratively 


designated areas. 


Class []—The objective of thus classification is to retasn the existing Character of the landscape. The level 
of change to landscape charactersucs should be .ow Managemen acuvities may be seen but should act 
attract the attenuon of a casual observe: Any changes musi conform to the basa clements of form. ine. 
color, and texture found im the predominant natural features of the characteristic landscape Thus class 
represents the minimum level of VRM for Wilderness Study Areas (WSAs). 


Class [1]——The objective of Class [ll is to partually retam the existing character of the landscape. Moderate 
levels of change are acceptable. Management activites may aftract afenuon bul should sot domunate the 
view of a casual observer. Changes should conform to the basic elements of the predomunant astural 
features of the charactensuc landscape. 


Ciass ['V—The objective of Class IV is to provide for management actrvitees that require major modifica- 
von of the landscape. These management act}vities may domunate the view and becorne the focus of viewer 
attenuon. However, every effort should be made to munimuze the umpact of these proyects by carefully 
locating activitves, minimizing disturbance. and designung the projects to conform to the characternstac 
lands< ape 
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Appendix L 

Land Tenure Adjustment 
Criteria and 

Legal Requirements 


Map L-2A. J. and 2M depact three zones that identify the public land for potential land & nure adyustments 
(e.g. acqurssboe or disposal), consustent with existing regulabons and BLM polacy Secuon |02 (aX!) of 
the Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA) provides that“... the public lands be retained m 
Federal ownershup uniess as a result of the land use planning procedure provided for im thus Act. @ 1s 
determined that disposal of a particular parce! will serve the national interest. ~ 


Management guidelines specific to each none are described below 


Zone 1: Retention/Acquisition 


Zone | land has been :dentified for retention im public ownership These are also areas where emphasis will 
be placed on acquisiton of land contasmng hugh public resource values through such methods as exchange. 
purchase, donation or public agency jurisdictional transfers. Zone | land may contain significant visual. 
wildlife, watershed, vegetative. cultural and other public resource values and are generally well blocked 
Land within Zone | may be exchanged for other Zone | land with higher resource values. 


The following management critena would be applied to land tenure adjustments involving Zone | land 
within the planning area. 














* Land within Special Management Areas (SMAs) such as National Wild and Scenic River (NWSR) 
boundanes, wilderness areas, Wilderness Study Areas (WSAs), Areas of Critical Environmental Concern 
(ACECs), Outstanding Natural Areas (ONAs), and Research Natural Areas (RNAs) would be retained in 


* Land Sale exception in Zone | - Small parcels of public land adjacent to private land holdings m a 
Retention-Zone | area which are difficult or uneconomical to manage may be considered for exchange 
or sale under Disposal-Zone 3 critena Also, small parcels of land (80 acres or less) identified by State, 
local, or other Federal entives for public purpose needs may be considered for exchange or sale under 
disposal Zone 3 critena. 


Zone 2: Land Exchange 


Zone 2 land has been sdentified for lumited retention and consolidation of ownership Public land within 
this zone may be exchanged for Zone | or 2 land with higher resource values. Zone 2 land generally has 
fragmented landownershup patterns or relatively lower resource values than are present in Zone | These are 
areas where emphasis will be placed on acquisition of land contasning high pubhc resource values through 
such methods as exchange. purchase. donaton or public agency yunsdictvonal transfers and disposal by 
exchange to create consolidated public land areas. Zone 2 land will not be sold except as stated under 
management cntena listed below 
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The following management criena would be applied to land tenure adyustments involving Zone 2 Land 
* Land withie SMAs such as NWSR boundaries, wildernces arcas, WSAs, ACECs. ONAs, and RNAs 
would be retasned mm publ ownerstup Privaic land wothen these desagnated arcas represents potential 


* Land Sale caception is Zone 2 - Small parcels of public land adjacent to private land holdings im a Land 
Exchange Zone 2 arca whach are difficult of uneconomical to manage may be comsiGered for sale onder 


Dusposal-Zone 3 cruena 


* Public purpose land sale « xoeptoe m Zone 2 - parcels of public land may be sold to meet public and 
community needs 


Zone 3: Disposal 


Zone 3 land generally has low resource values This land is potentially sustable for desposal by such 
methods as public agency junsdacvonal wansfers. or Suate indemnity selection (State in eu selecvon). ar 
Recreavon and Public Purpose (R&PP) Act lease or patent. exchange or sale uniess sognificant recreation. 
wildhfe, watershed, Special Status specees. cultural resour. cs or other sgnificant resource values are 
identified as a result of sute-specific analysis This zone may inchude land needed for community expansion. 
small parcels located adjacent to pnvate imholdings within and/or adjacent to large blocks of public land 
being retasned by BLM. parcels on whach unauthonzed use ¢11sts. and land included within survey huatus 
Zone 3 land may be exchanged for land with higher resource values in Zones | and 2 A legal descnpoon of 
Zone 3 is presented in Table L-4. 


The following management critena would be apphed to land tenure adjustments involving Zone 3 land 
w thin the planaing area’ 


* If acquisition imterest 1s shown, im writang, for Zone 3 land by local. county or State governments, BLM 
would consider thew needs to accommodate community expansion or other public purposes. 


* If Zone 3 parcels are found unsustable for disposal they will be retained and included under the Zone | 
or 2 designation. 


General Management Criteria 
Land Exchanges 


The following general management criteria would be applied when considernng land exchanges within the 
planning area To be considered to be om the public interest. exchanges must 


* Pacilitate access to public land and resources, or 
* Masntain or enhance important public values and uses. or 
* Masntasn or enhance local social and economia conditions, and 


* Facilitate implementation of other goa's and objectives of the RMP 





AQORMR O: 


hts emportest to menemare the empact to the focal tar hase by cmpmsiming cachenges rather than fcc 
purchases 


Public Parcels Within Privately Owned Land 


Scamered parcets of public band bocated erthee consolsdaied prwate areas Could be cachanged of sold Land 
exchanges would be the preferred method of desposal because the: wowkd mauntan the Current publx and 
povate land bases Parcris of pula land may be cachanged for land woth Ingher resource values ethan 
BLM retcamon arcas 


Disposal of Land by Sale 


Public land of tracts to be sokd musi meet at least one of the following disposal crema stated m Secvos 
203 of FLPMA: 


* “Such tract because of as locabor of other characterisucs is Gofficult and uneconomic to manage asp 
of the publ lands and 1s not sustable for management by another federal department on agency oF 


* Such wact was acquired for a specif purpose and the tract 20 longer required for that or amy other 
federal purpose. or 


* Dysposal of such tact ell serve umportam public obyectrves. inchudeng but not lemned to. cxpanson of 
communities and ecomoma development. which cannot be ache ved prudently or feassbly on land other 
than public land and etach outweigh other publi obyect ves and values om hudeng but mot lemeted to. 
recreation and scenx values. whch would be served by masntameng such tract in federal ownersiup ~ 

Generally. exchanges are the preferred method of disposal but sales will be uulized when 

* ht ts required by National policy, or 


+ les required to achseve disposal obyectrves on a umely bas. and where disposal through exchange 
would cause unacceptable delays. or 


* Dysposal through exchange 1s not feasible 

The preferred method of sellang public land will be by competitive bedding at public auction to qualifying 
purchasers However modified competitive bedding procedures may be used when there is no legal publ 
access to a tract, when necessary to avord jeopardizing an cxstieng use on adjacent land. or to avond 
dislocavon of existing public land users 

Public land may be sold by direct sale at fas market velue when 

* Such land ts needed by State or local governments, or 

* Dhrect sale 1s needed to protect equites ansing from authorized use. or 


* Darect sale is needed to protect equities resulung from madvenent unauthorized use that was caused by 
survey errors of ttle defects. or 


* There is only one adjacent landowner 
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ematwess ore pos Re scar Mhamegemr: Puce become impne em 
Methods of Disposal 


Methads of @sposal for emplomenung land Gesposal acuoms onchude Gee folhowung (2) BLM amd other 
Federal yursdacuonal wansfers. (>) tamsiers to Sumer and local agencocs (¢ g RAPP peices bce 
sclecvoms. apart patents) (c) Sume cachamges. (¢) prwane cactanges (¢) sales ({) indian alloements and 
(g) Gesert land entree 


Subsurface Mineral Interests 


* Secnoe 20%>) of FLPMA allows for Ge dsposal of publx manera! estate to Ge surface ownen 
+ Secvas 205 allows far the acgunspoe of land on micros Comsstcmt evth Oe messsoe of the Geparuace 


Appropriate Environmental Review 


* Sae-spenifx emvwonmental anabyws and dacumentavoe mm conformance wrth the Nabonal Eavironmes 
tl Policy Act mchudeng compleuon of categoncal cxchumon Check lusts and plan conformance érterm 
aapons where epgropmate ell be accomplished for cach proposed land program a von lmerdecupb 
nary ompact analyses eri! be ered withen the framewort of thes and other apphcabie en verommental 
documents, 

































Tete Li = = , 


C sermeaac Carden (wpe aré@on ef poster Miers of 











oot) Sage | | Metgk a ‘emgnand comida eam fr ee a commder os brace 
eT oa ww? weve Se i= its 6425 —UMWRCU 6S UVM oie ee ane 
Y x x x x “ RA 
Y x x x ~~ eae 
Y x x x x ~~ MARA 
Y x x x 2 ABA 
Y x x x x » WRABA 
¥ x x iT mA 
¥ x x x x x x 2 mA 
Y x x x 10 Wa 
vy x x x x >») ABA 
vy x x u mA 
Y x x © Seana 
Y x x x x x « ABA 
Y x x x x x ae ABA 
Y x x x x , ABA 
Y x x x x “ asa 
Y x x x x Pa) apa 
y x x x ” ABA 
~ x xr (Deteed row shereeewes AC 2 E) 123 TO ANAB A 
" x x (Tetrerd trom shereaeees AC 2 FE) “ LES 2) 
Y x x x x x x ut pe 
y x x x x . MRA 
Y x x x 5 wae 
y x x 5 wpe 
. x x (Detred from shevreeewess 4 2 FE) 2 MRA 
y x x J ma 
Y x x x i) mA 
vy x - x 7? RA 
si x x ' mA 
Y x x x ~ Mba 
. x x "7 ape 
Y x x © mabe 
vy x x x B MRA 
Y x x x ‘ MERA 
Y x x 5 Mpa 





~~ - ~~ + 

















SEE & FREREE § GG BEE GEE BE OF BREE Beppe 5 








Nf eect Grenand a a sengie user ene merves he elie too me meer Bete CO mgory OF 8 femeRmal eee Rec ome: s engi oF mull user sae 
through weer demand BLM reserves the mgt to dewriog sete plan fore partcwiar wi as user demmared om nranes ower the bile epar of Oe 
a use plan 

‘Ate where BLM and privae property nes Guide s poruer of he sae Dewetapmen may he occurring on exther BLM or private land or 
heath om we sare eee 

‘NOAA See Commune spon Sar ngie of ay ssued grammed and adreresered ty RIM enh FAA Com urrem + 


nr TS Sa 
Appemdnes Mo 

















Tae LD Ce vow aed ores Oe owe 
ee ee Type of oe areee 
Agree © ieee ro mee | er 

Puttc Wee Res EO 5419 
Putin War Bes 6) EO ) 25 1098 
Putin Game Bes 1) EO th) Bret! 
Pte War be 1 EO 415-192 
Prtte Wane Bes be £0 6). 
Pttx Wee Res £0 141 
Putin Waner Res 4) £O 6i}-re05 
Pin War be, EO $25 1925 





SO tape 1% 4 16-18) 
SO Gap 1604 1) 198 
SO tap 221417 198 
£O 2) 19 

EO 3-9! 

EO 3-901 

$0 6) 1%. 

£0 141 

$0 31) 10 

$0 ti Srere 

$0 251923 

sO +2 re25 

$0 419% 

$0 2. en7 

$0 41885 

$0 1) 4198 
$0 36 1929 

$0 26192 

$0 $2193 

$0 |4%) 

PLO Mi 425 1982 
$0 $17 roms 

EO 72 1900 

£O 21S 10 
EO 7D 0.8 
Lo tne 
£O 2. Ie) 

£O 4mret? 

PPC O 1) Pes) 
USGS 0 1) Wie 
PLO 068) 0) ree) 


meer vet be hamets 


PLO 998092 198) 
(OB 23735) 


PLO 6624 9 25 1988 
com wer) 


EO 2251008 

SO wm 764+ ere 
£O 2 #190 

£O ere 

EO 6I} 1925 

SO tam 141) 18 
50 tape 177 61) 98 
SO tap 199 41) 18 
BO re)? ren) 

£O 2.199) 

£O 6s rere 

PL 08 406 (084 and (8 
Ones OUR Ar of (008 


CEE | {I 


fe - .2900FbbSxceecloctseeuu sivecereeactze | UE 


frig 
i 


t 
i 


H 


TEER 


3 - 
PTTITI ELIT 











Resource Withdrawal Type of Withdrawal Minera! Total 
Area Agency’ Withdrawal Order and Date Segregahon Acres’ 
Jordana BLM/FERC Power Site Res 3 EO. 7-2-1910 13,519 
joréan BLM/FERC’ Power Suc Res 3 EO. 7-27-1918" 14.202 
Jorgan BLM/FERC Power See Res 399 $0. inarp. 28 7-27-1918 1.275 
jorgan BLM/FERC’ Power Sac Res 399 é0. 7-27-1918 %! 
Jordan BIA indsan Grazmng Reserve Act of Congress 1-17-1936 17,229 
Jordas. BIA Indian Gramng Reserve OR-2773 11-23-1967 400 
Proposed W di. 
Joréan BIA tndsan Gramng Reserve $.0. 7-7-1933 400 
Temp. Wd. im Aid of 
Legsiaos 
jordan FAA VORTAC PLO 345! ANS 9-23-1964 Mimng $2 
Jordan FAA VORTAC PLO 2970 ANS 3-18-43 Mining iS 
jordan. FAA VORTAC ANS $.0. 8-14-1948 Minung 6 
Andrews BLM Public Water Rez 6! EO. 2-25-1919 Noe: - Metal 1,682 
As@ews «= «6 BLM Public Water Rex. 2+ EO. 6-7-1922 Non- Metal “40 
Antews BLM Pubhc Waser Kes 45 EO. 2-27-1917 Nan-Metal 
Asiews) = BLM Public Water Res. 63 EO. 4-30-1919 Noa -Metal 197 
Aséews)=—s BL MM Public Waser Res. 78 EO. 6141921 Non-Metal % 
As@ees = BLM Public Waser Res. 85 EO. 11-27-1922 Non-Metal cS te 
Astees = BLM Pabhc Waser Res. 77 EO. $-25-1921 Non-Metal 80 
Aséews = BL MM Public Waser Res. 15 EO. 1-24-1922 Non -Metal 32 
Andrews BLM Public Water Res. $7 EO. 11-9-1923 Non-Metal 180 
Aséews) = BLM Public Water Res. 107 S.O. intpe. 177 4-17-1926 Non -Metal 
Aséews = BL MM Publc Water Res 8i S.O. intpe. 107 4-17-1926 Non - Metal 
Aséews = BLM Public Water Res. 107 S.O. intpe. 151 4-17-1926 Non- Metal 4.721 
Aséews)=—s BLM Public Water Res. 91 E.O. 6-13-1925 Nos -Metai 160 
Asiews)6=—s BL MM Public Water Res 88 EO. 11-21-1923 Nae- Metal 
Aadeews BLM/FERC’ Power Site Res. 220 EO 416-1914 2,437 
Andrews SBLM/FERC’ Power Site Res. 344 PL.O. 7106 7-19-1935 60 
Aséews 86 USPS Malheur Natwaal PLO. 7106 7-19-1935 Mining 17,669 
Wildife Refuge 
Andrews USFWS Refuge Name Change PL.O. 2416 7-25-1940 Mining 





‘ Abdrevianoas BLM = Bureau of Land Management. FERC = Federal Energy Regulatory Comsmussion. BLA = Bureau of indian Affairs. FAA = Federal 


Avianon Admumstration, BOR = Bureau of Reclamation, USGS = US Geological Survey. USFWS = US Fish and Wildlife Service. 


? Acreage figures for Malheur and Jordan Resource Areas are from 1961 MFP documents and may not reflect current acreage figures Acreage figures shown 
for the Andrews Resource Area do act reflect ongoing changes in withdrawal sizes. The size of some withdrawais in the Andrews Resource Area is not 


currently svaslable 


Where BLM withdrawals (Reservow Sue Res 2) overiap BOR withdrawals, BOR has punsdacton. but it's stl] a BLM withdrawal, 


* BOR has undivided half interest in Reservowr R/W TD-025873. 


* These withdrawals are managed in accordarce to the July 20, 1966 Nanonal MOU between the BLM and FERC. 


* These withdrawals are actually the modification dates (survey interpretations). and onginal withdrawals were dated 7-2-1910 
” Acreage determined from Main, West Little, North Owyhee NWSR Management Plan/EA (Sept. 1993: Overview, p. 2) 
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Table L-4. Land potentially suitable for disposal—Zone 3. 
' 





Malheur Resource Area TM4S_R ME. 
SMOMS sc. 3.l4 39.74 
T1I3S.R SE, SMOMS sc. 3, SWNW 40.0 
SM. sec. 4, NESE 40.00 SMOM6 0 6c. 9. NESW 40.00 
SMO242) sxc. 35, SW NW 40.00 SMOx#7 ) «cc. 10, NWSW 40.0 
SM02%42) xc. 35, NWSW 40.00 SMOMS) cc. 13, W'SW 80.00 
SMOMS = sec. 13, SESW 40.00 
T.13S.R.39E, SMOMS cc. 13, SW SE 40.00 
SMO0243 0s sec. 31, NW'NE™ 40.00 SMO2M48 sec. 14, S°NE“ 80.00 
SM0244 s sec. 33, SENW™ 40.00 SMO2M8 sc. 14, ESE 80.00 
SM0244) see. 33, ESW 80.00 SM0248 8 sec. 23, NENE™ 40.00 
SM0244 sxc. 33, SSE 80.00 SMO029 = xc. 24. NESW 40.00 
SMOMS 8 sec. 24. WNW 80.00 
T. 13S. R. @E, 
SMO02S0 = sxc. 14, NENW 40.00 T. 4S. R. WE. 
SMO25i sxc. 14, Swsw 40.00 SM0244) sec. 4, lot | 39.45 
SMO02S52 sec. 22, NWNE™ 40.00 SM0244 sec. 4, lot 2 39 46 
SMO0253—s sec. 23, NW" NE“ 40.00 SMO0244 sec. 4, kot 3 39 48 
SMO02S3 «sec. 23, EW" 160.00 SMO0265 sec. 5,SEMW 40.00 
SM0261 sec. 24, SE NE 40.00 SM0266 «sec. 7, kot 3 35.49 
SMO2S4 sec. 25, la 4 29.80 SM0267 «= sec. 17, NESW" 40.00 
SM0253 sec. 26, ENW 80.00 SM0267 sec. 17, NSE” 80.00 
SM0268 sec. 19, E'NE™ 80.00 
T.13S.,R.41E, SM0268 sec. 20, SWNW 40.00 
SMO25S sec. 17, NE 160.00 SM0268 sec. 20, N°SW~ 80.00 
SMO2S5S_ sec. 17, NWSE 40.00 SM0269 sec. 30, lot 6 3.48 
SMO02S5 = sec. 18, lot 2 39.87 SMO0269 8 sec. 30, kat 7 299 
SMO258 sec. 19, ESE 80.00 SM0269 sec. 30, lant 8 2.50 
SMO2S7 = sec. 19, lot 2 39.80 SM0269 sec. 30, lot 9 1.74 
SMO2S7 = sec. 19, ENW™ 80.00 SMO0298 «= sec. 34, NW™ 160.00 
SM0259 3 sec. 20, SW NE 40.00 SMO0298 = sec. 34, S° 320.00 
SMO2S8 = sec. 20, W"SW" 80.00 
SM0260 = sec. 28, NWSW" 40.00 T. 14S. R.40E, 
SMO2S8 sec. 29, N"NW™ except MS-759 pases $5.00 SM0270 = sec. 3, SNW™ 80.00 
SMO258 = sec. 29, SW" NW" except MS-759 pare 6.00 SM0270 = sec. 3, NSW" 80.00 
SMO2S8 = sec. 29, NWSW" except MS-759 panes 25.00 SM0270 = sec. 4, lot 2 0% 
SMO02S58 = sec. 29, SW" SW" except MS-32 paces 37.00 SM0270_ = sec. 4, SNE“ 80.00 
SMO0258 sec. 30, E* except MS-759 patent 317.00 $M0270_—s sec. 4, N*SEX 80.00 
SMO0258 sec. 30,E° SW 80.00 SM0271 sec. 7, NE NE 40.00 
SM0262' sec. 31, NE 160.00 SMO00S1 sec. 9, NW"NE™ 40.00 
SM0033 = s sec. 31, SSW'SE SE 5.00 
SM0262' = sec. 31, E"NW" 80.00 T. 148.,R.41E, 
SM0262' sec. 31,N°SE 80.00 SM0263_—s sec. 4, lot 3 40.18 
SM0262' sec. 31, SESE 40.00 SMO0273_—s sec. 5, lot Z 40.07 
SM0262' sec. 32, lot | 13.00 SM0292 —s sec. 12, SW"SW™ 40.00 
SM0262' sec. 32, lot 2 17.62 SM0289 sec. 15, SENE 40.00 
SM0262' sec. 32, lot 3 25.35 SM0290 = sec. 17, SW"SW™ 40.00 
SM0262' sec. 32, lot 4 7.33 SM0291 = sec. 20, NE“ 160.00 
$M0262' sec. 32, it 5 12.59 SMO0291 = sec. 20, NE'NW™ 40.00 
SM0262' sec. 32, ot 6 21.78 SMO0291 = sec. 20, N’SE™ 80.00 
SM0262' sec. 32, lot 7 9.61 SMO0291 = sec. 20, SESE“ 40.00 
SM0263 ss sec. 33, SESW" 40.00 SMO0291 = sec. 21, N" 320.00 
$M0274 = sec. 22, E' SE“ 80.00 
T. 13S. R.42E, SM0275 = sec. 23, SW NW” 40.00 
SM0264 = sec. 33, NE'NE™ 40.00 SM0293—s sec. 24, S°NE™ 80.00 
SM0293 sec. 24, SW NW 40.00 
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SMO23 xx. 4 W'SW 80.00 smo29o9) wce. 4. SE 160.00 
SMO23 «x. 24. SESW 40.00 SMO300 «sxc. 10, NE 160.00 
SMO0293 xx. 24. NESE 40.00 SMO300 xx. 10. ENW 80.00 
SMO0293 xc. 4, SSE 80.0 SMO0300 «acc. 10, NESW 40.00 
SMO77%6 sx. 4. SNW 80.00 SMO0300 «exc. 10, NSE 80 00 
SMO301 acc. ID. AD 640.00 
T4S_R 22E. SMO302 «sec. 26, NW" 160.00) 
SMOZ77) «sxc. I, kot 3 40.15 SMO30S «6 sc. 26, SESE 40.00 
SMO2Z78 9 xc. 2. kot 3 009 SMO302 xc. 26, W'SW 80.00 
SMOZ79) xc. 2, SWSE 40.00 SMO0302 «= sec. 27. All 640.00 
SMO280 sxc. ?7,NESE 00 SMO303 | sec. 29, W°NE™ 80.00 
SMO281 sx. 10, SSE 80.0 SMO303 ssc. 29. SENE™ 40.00 
SMO282 «xc. 11, SESE 40.00 SMO33) | scx. 29. SENW™ 40.00 
SMO281 «xc. 11, SSW 80.00 SMO303 xe. 29. SW 160.00 
SMO282 «xc. 12, NNW" 80.00 SM0303 | xc. 29, SW'SE 40.00 
SMO232 «x. 12. SWNW 0.0 SM0304 ace. 84, SESE 40.00 
SMO282 «xc. 12, SW 160.00 SM0304) «sec. 35. SW SW" 40.00 
SMO282 «xc. 12, SESE 40 00 SMO0302 | sec. 35, WNW” 80.00 
SMO282 «xc. 13, NN 160 00 SMO30S) ce. 15 EE 160.00 
SMO282 x. 13, SWNW 40.00 SMO030S 6 sec. 36. All 640.00 
SMO282 «xc. 14, NENE™ 40.00 
SMO293 ec. 19, lot 2 0s T 1SS.R 40E. 
SMO0293 sec. 19, SNE“ 000 SM0306 «sec. 23. SSE 80.00 
SMO0293 «xc. 19, SENW™ «& 0 SMO308 3s sec. 29, SW NW 40.00 
SMO0292 | xc. 19, NESE 40 00 SMO307 «= sec. 29, SENE™ 40.00 
SMO283 0 sec. 22, All 640 00 SM0307 «= sec. 29, NESE 40.00 
SM0283 x. 23,5" 320.00 SMO30S = sec. 30, ket 2 399.87 
SMO0284 «x. 24, SESE 40 00 SMO30S = sec. 30, kot 3 9 8 
SMO0284 «sc. 25, N"'NE™ 80 00 SMO30S sec. Wit 4 39.85 
SMO283) 0 ec. 26, NW NE 40.00 SMO30S «= sec. 30, SENW™ 40.00 
SMO283 «= xc. 26, N"NW™ 80 00 SMO30S) «= sec. 10, E' SW 80.00 
SMO30S = sec. 30, W"SE™ 80.00 
T.4S_R.43E, SMO30S «= sec. 30, SESE 40.00 
SMO28S sc. 6, kat 7 $9.61 SMO30S = sec. Bi kt I 9.92 
SMO28S «xc. 6, SESW 40.00 SMO30S = sec. 31, lot 2 19 04 
SM0286 s.?7,NENE 40.00 SMO30S = sec. 31, ket 3 4 96 
SMO287 «sc. 7, SWSE 40 00 SMO30S = sec. 31 kt 4 19 Of 
SMO288 = sec. 18, lot 3 59.44 SMO30S = sec. 31, W"NE™ 80.00 
SMO284 = sec. 30, lot | 57.38 SMO30S) «= sec. 31, SENE™ 40.00 
SMO284 = sec. 30, lot 2 57.20 SMO30S) = sec. 31, E” W" 160.00 
SMO284 sec. 00, kot 3 56 84 SMO030S) «= sec. 31, SE 160.00 
SMO284 = sec. 30, lot 4 56 28 
SM0284 = sec. 30, NENW” 40.00 T ISSR 4B. 
SMO309—s sec. 4, lot 2 0s 
T.1SS.R.37B, SMO309—s sec. 4, lot 3 40.38 
SM0294 = sec. 20, NE'NE™ 40.00 SMO0309—s sec. 4, kot 4 40.42 
SM0294 = sec. 20, S°NE“ 80 00 SM0309 «sec. 4. SW NW" 40.00 
SMO294 —s sec. 20, N"SE™ 80.00 SM0309 s sec. 4. NWSW 40.00 
SMO29S = sec. 28, NESE 40.00 SMO0310 sec. 18, NE'NE™ 40.00 
SMO0296 = sec. 32, NENW" 40.00 SMO311 = sec. 19, SESE” 40.00 
SMC297 = sec. 32, SW NW 40 00 SMO312 sec. 32, NW NW 40.00 
SM0297 = sec. 32, SW" 160.00 SMO313 sec. 35, NW NW 40.00 
T.ISS.R. 9B, T. ISS. R426, 
SMO0299 = sec. 4, lot | 41.17 SMO314 = sec. 14, NE“ 160.00 
SMO0299 = ec. 4, S°NE™ 80.00 SMO034 = sec. 14, NE“ 160.00 
SMO0299 «= ec. 4, SENW™ 4.00 SMO3IS sec. 18, EE" 160.00 
SM0299 «= xc. 4. NESW" 40.00 SMO03S «= sec. 27, E/NW°NE™ 20.00 
SMO299 «sc. 4, S°SW" 80.90 SMO316 = sec. 35, SW'NEX 40.00 
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sec. i. tot! 
sec. 1, bot 2 
soc. |, tot 3 
sec. |, lot 
1, SN 
sec. 2, lot 4 
sec. 2, kot I 
sec. 2, kot 2 
sc. 2, SwNw 
sec. 2, SENE 
sec. 2, NESE 
sec. 3, lot I 
sec. 3, SE'NE 
sc. 6. SW 
sec. 6, W°SE 
sec. 7, lot I 
sec. 7, NE 
sec. 7, NW 
sc. 7, NESW” 
sec. 12, NWNE™ 
sec. 18, lot 2 
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sec. 4, lot 2 
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sec. 12, W°SE 
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T 6S.R 41 E. 
sec. 5. tot I 
a. 6, Sw" 
sec. 8. W'SE 
oc. 17 

sc. 17. Sw sw 
sc. 18, SESE 
sec. 19, NE NE 
sec. 20, NE 
. 21.W Nw 
. 4, NWNW 
sec. 31, kot 3 
soc. 31, kn 4 
sec. 31, ot 9 


T. 16S. R. 426, 
sec. i, tot I 
sec. 1, lot 2 
sec. |, tot 3 
soc. |. lot 4 
sc. 1, SN" 
sec. 2, lot | 
sec. 2, kot 2 
sec. 2, lot 3 
soc. 2, lot 4 
sec. 2, S°N" 
sec. 2, W"SWw 
sec. 3, lot I 
sec. 3, lot 3 
sec. 3, SE'NE™ 
sec. 3, NESE 
sec. 3, SSE 


T. 16S. 8. 4E. 
sec. 3. tot 1 
sec. 3, lot 2 
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sec. 3, SW" 
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$.a0038 20 a SMoas) ax 4 SWSWw oo 
She0038 20 00 SMO0%6 «6x. 17. FE NENW 10.90 
Sne006s ow 
Sheds 160.00 TMUS.R QE, 
‘Sne0nse aw SMO cc. 19 it J 00 
$6600 17 10.06 SMO «oc. 19. let 4 oo 
SM0338 20 
Sna03 39 320.00 T 9S.R DE, 
Sma03399 cant) SMO x. 1. SENW 40 00 
SMO 300 40 SMmoneo ce. 1, WNWNE 20 
SM034! 2000 
$0339 0@ T 9S_R WE, 
SM0339 80.00 SMOMS sc 8. SSW 600 
SM0339 000 S69 oct ESE 60 00 
SM0339 160.00 SMO3Si sc. 16. NSE 80 00 
SM0339 #0 SMO350 xc. 16, SW NW 200 
$M0339 8 00 SMO3S2 sc. 17. ESE 80 00 
SM0339 000 
SM0339 40.00 T 19S.R WE. 
SM0339 «000 SMO3S3 sx. 9. NWSE 40 00 
SMO342 40.00 SMO354 sxc. 10. SWNW 40.00 
T 6S... 47E., T 9S. ROE, 
SMOOS3) 0s sec. 7, lot 4 99.483 SMOOO2) «wc. 4, kt? «0 &% 
SMO00S3)0 s acc. 7, SESW 40.00 
SMOOS3 «sec. 18, lt ! 40.00 T 19S_R 45E. 
SMOOS3 «sec. 18, at 2 40.00 SMO004 «sec. 6. NWSE NE™ 10.00 
SMO0S4 sec. 18, iat 4 40.00 
SMOOSS § sec. 18, NESW 40.00 T@WS.R VE, 
SMOO0l 3 sc. 26, WSW NWSW 5.00 
T1I7S.R WE, SM00S0) «= xc. 35, NESE 40.00 
SMOM6 sec. 28, SESE 40.00 
T WSR WE, 
T1788. 4E, SMO0036 «sec. 28, SESE SW 10.00 
SMOM?7) sxc. 2, SW" 160.00 
TWS.R ME, 
T. 178. R. 4E, SMO0030 «sec. 2, SW NE 40.00 
SMOM2 sec. 2, kt! 40.10 SM0030 «sec. 2, NWSE 40.00 
SMOM2 sec. 2, lot 2 40.18 SMO003i «= ec. 3, ENWSW 20.00 
SMOM2 sec. 2, SNE 80.00 SMO003i «sc. 3, ENE SWSW 5.00 
SMOM3 «= sec. 3 kt J 40.15 
SMOM}3 = sec. 3, lot 4 40.05 T WS.R45E, 
SMOM4 sec. 4, lot 4 40.11 SMO0037 = sec. 10, N"NW'SW'SW" 15.00 
SMO0344) = s sec. 5, lot | 023 
SMOMS sec. 5, SwWSW 40.00 T2S.R SE, 
SMO%S6) «ec. 9, E ENE 40.00 
T. 18S.R. WE, SMO356 «ec. 9, NESE 20.00 
SMO02i sec. 24, NENE NW 10.00 SMO356 «ec. 10, WSW NW 20.00 
SMO0356 «sec. 10, WNWSW" 20.00 
T. 18S. R. @E., 
SMO007 «= sec. 3, lot 4 392 T2SR WE, 
SMOOIS «= xe. 8. SW SW NW NE 2% SM0032 xc. 9, SSE SWSW $.00 
SMOOI8 38sec. 8, SS"NENW 10.00 
SMOC sec. 8, SESE NW NW 290 T2S.R. 4E, 
SMO0I9 ssc. 9, SSSW'NE™ 10.00 SMO0009 «= sec. 28, NESENE™ 10.00 
SMO0I9) «= sec. 9, SSE NW 20 00 SMOOIS sec. 33, W°W'NESE 5.00 
SMO0020 = sec. 10, SW SW NESE 290 
TMS. R ME, 
T. 18S. R. 416, SMO365 = sec. 35, SSE 80.00 
SMO0024 86 sec. 14, NENE™ 40.00 
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TMS_R GE. SMOMS «sc. 4. SS'SSE NE $.00 
SMOOI6 «wc. 4 ket 3 26.41 SMO2 oc 8. WNW 80.00 
SMOOIG «9c. 4 ket 4 26.30 SMO3E3) 0 ec. 22, All 640.00 
SMOOI6 «sc. 4 kt 6 40.00 SMOMS sc. 26, NESE 40.00 
SM0384 «ec. 26, NN” 160.00 
TUS_R ME. SMO3S4 xe. 26, SW NW 40.00 
SMOMS sc. 2k! 41.63 SMO38S «= x. 26, SSE 80.00 
SMOMS sec. 2. kot? 0% SMO0S2 sxc. 28, NESE NE™ 10.00 
SMO36S sec. 2. kt 3 40.90 SMO386 x. 6, SWS 40.00 
SMOMS sc. 2. SNE 80.00 SMO387 xe. 46, ESE 80.00 
SMOMS sc. 2. SENW 40.00 
SMOMS sx. 2. NESW 40.00 T2%S_R STE. 
SMOMS sc. 2. SSW 80.00 SMO393 «sec. 4, lot | S284 
SMOMS ssc. 2.SE 160.00 
SMO36 06sec. 10, NE 160.00 T2%S.R WE. 
SMOM6 0c. 10, ESE 80.00 SMO391 «ee. 14, SSE 80.00 
SMO367 «sec. 12, All 640.00 SMO390 x. 14, NENW" 40.00 
SMO368 3 sec. 14, All 640.00 SM0389 «sec. 22, W"NE 80.00 
SMO369 «= sec. 24, All 640.00 SMO389 «= sec. 22, SENE™ 40.00 
SMO389 «sec. 22, NW" 160.00 
T25S.R SE. SMO392 sc. 4, WS 80.00 
SMO370 sec. 16, All 640 00 
SMO371 sec. 18, kot I 39.25 T2%S.R 4E. 
SMO371 sec. 18, kot 2 39.30 SMO380 0 sec. I kot 4 13.78 
SMO371 sec. 18, kot 3 .% SM0380 cc. 1, NWSW 40.00 
SMO371 sec. 18, kot 4 9.41 SMO384 «= sex. 18, SWSE™ 40.00 
SMO371 «sec. 18, 320.00 SMO394 = sec. 19, N"NE™ 80.00 
SMO37i sec. 18, EW" 160.00 SMO39S = sec. 19, SESE™ 40 00 
SMO372 «= sec. 20, All 640.00 SMO394 «sec. 19, NENW" 40.00 
SMO373 = sec. 28, All 640.00 SMO39S = sec. 20, W"SW™ 80.00 
SMO374 = sec. 30, kot ! 39 68 SMO39S = sec. 20, SESW" 40.00 
SMO0374 = sec. 30, bot 2 39.72 SMO39S sec. 20, S'SE™ 80.00 
SMO0374 = sec. 30, lot 3 39 76 SMO39S = sec. 29, N"NE™ 80.00 
SMO374 = sec. 30, kot 4 39.80 SMO39S sec. 29, SWNE 40.00 
SMO0374 = sec. 30, E* 320.00 SMO39S sec. 29, W" 320.00 
SM0374 = sec. 30, E'W" 160.00 SMO39S = sec. 29, SE 160.00 
SMO37S sec. 32, S" 320.00 SMO39S = sec. 30, E* 320.00 
SMO377 = sec. 34, N"NW” 80.00 SMO39S sec. 31, kt 4 37.66 
SMO0376 0 sec. 34, ENE 80.00 SMO39S sec. 31, lot S 41.20 
SMO0376 sec. 34, SE” 160.00 SMO39S sec. 31, lot 6 40.72 
SMO39S sec. 31, kot 7 40.24 
T. 25S. R WE, SMO039S = sec. 31, N"NE™ 80.00 
SMO378 = sec. 35, SNE 80.00 SMO039S wee. 31, SENE™ 40.00 
SMO0378 = sec. 35, SENW” 40.00 SMO039S = sec. 31, NESE 40.00 
SMO039S sec. 32, N"NEX 80.00 
T.25S.R.40E, SMO39S = sec. 32, SW'NE™ 40.00 
SMO0379 = sec. 25, W"SW" 80.00 SMO39S sec. 32, W" 320.00 
SMO0379 sec. 26, SESE 40.00 SMO39S sec. 32, W"SE™ 80.00 
SM0379 sxc. 35, E'NE™ 80.00 SM0396 = sec. 33, S°SE $0.00 
SMO380 sec. 36, SSW" 80.00 SMO39S sec. 33, WNW" 80.00 
SMO0380 sec. 36, SW'SE 40.00 SMO039S = sec. 33, SENW 40.00 
T.25S.R.41E, T %6S.R 426, 
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Table L-S. Increased costs of alternative utility routing to bypass Owyhee River below the Dam 
ACEC (east-west electric transmission corridor dog leg option). 
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A ppendix M 
Wildland Fire Appropriate 
Management Response 








Use of Appropriase Managemen Response (AMR) on ai! eridland fire allows agency admunrstraion the 
atebity © chexee from a full epecorum of fe suppresseon acboms AMhough all euidland fires must have as 
appropmaie acbor takes to suppress them nct al) wikifires need to be suppressed with the sane lewe! of 
be based on preplanned analyws amd caecuied lo Munem ar seppFesseoe Costs phut resource louset (onsrs 
tent with land management cbyect wes ia hadeng the Geet wo hfe and propeny 


Preplanned analyses crucna has bees wdenufied Grough the Phase One Fue Management Planneng Process 
(see glossary) m wtuch an mmerdescaplmary team of rescwrce fire and lime management represemial . ct 
Classefied pula land uo the two defferem management cate gones luted as follows 


Category A 





Those lands where eridland fire showkd be exc haded using only prescribed fie to acheve the desared 
resource comdspons or management of the area The AMR for these lands would be designated as full 


suppression in muluple fire wetuatons wth fires accurnng eittun both land caueganes suppressor 
prnannes would be given to those fires burmng wrthen thes <lasssfx anon of land Whee multuple fires occur 
erthen Category A suppression poanty would he hased on the threat or powential threat to publi safety 
Structures. private property and omprovements 


Craena used to determine Category A land include 
* Protecting public safety. 


* Thweat to private land. 

* Protectng capital improvements. 
+ Masntarmeng or enhancing forage. 
* Minimizing loss of shrub cover, 


+ Mimunizang increase in ennual vegetavon types. 
* Lameung on reducing Medusahead cheaigrass and other mowous ape ies 

* Providing diverse perennial species. 

+ Protectang habetat for Special Status plant species. 

* Protectung Federal and State lands wdenufied under fire protection agreements 











Smateras repos Rersoer 1 hhamepemen Mae fmm i re 


Category B 


Those lands where wihdiamd fre comld/whould be used ot addmoe to prescribed fee to meet Gcawed re 
source condoms or managemem Under dus catcgory of land Ge AMR could vary based on predeicrmened 
fez and rescmrce Comers (see atiached fer and resowcr crucra) for land and adjacent to Oe fees 
locapea |e multupie fre stuamoms Category A land would euh Oe cacepmor of Gera to left receree 
bagher pmanty for suppressece avons than would Cargary B land 


Whule al) wuidland fires wowkd rocervt a suppresmon reapoese that response would act always be full 


suppreswon Thearctcally tess then full suppresmon respons would ocCw only during uprong carty or late 
summer and [al] mona Gepemdan on ecathe: comducms of m mulupie for wtuavon whee suppressor 


farces art net adequaie wo respemd to all goung (wes Wah mudtpie (ores burteng suppresses acoom would 
acow m arder of pranty with lower pmarty fwes recerving suppressor acuce at forces become svaslable 
All other fwes recerveng tess thas full suppresssor acvoms mus meet the following fwe crnena Geeshokds 
* Fire located wits Category B land, 


* Love fuel mousture om teg sagebrush at 120 percent or more eth 10-hour fuel suck read gs of 5 percent 
ar above or ve fuets of 9S percem or above and }0-how furl suck readeng of § percem .© above. 


* Predicted maiumum sustaned wind epred of |0 moh (obuuned from fire weather forex ast 
* ORmerved and predcted fore behavior ell Comtumur lo meri resource management ubyecu ves 


* No Gea t public safety. 


+ Nota @weat to povase Stase on other Federal land (unless those lands are under a wigned mutual agree 
men wah the landowner ar agency for tess thas full suppresmon actaoms | 


+ Peres ogepos = sot suspected to he arson. 
* Actons are m accordance with the Northwest Geographu Arca Preparedness Level } (Thes level 


hased on the number of fare sappresseon resources tha are Commutied to ongorng fire suppressor 
actives witty the northwest area as more resources art commuetied Ow lieve! ranes ) 


If amy of these cruena are cxceeded the AMR becomes that of full suppressson eth the only excepmon to 
thes ocournag in a multople fire sstuamon where suppressom avons are based on prority 


Wither Category B land resource Consaderanons would be addressed and upxiated annually (0 reflect 
approprate changes m the values to be protected Resource cruens has been wentified as to those crnena 
whch may lead to full suppresssoe acvons and those cruena whch may lead to less than full suppressson 
atoms those crtena ux bade but are sot lemaed to the followmg 

Resource crtena wtach may lead to full suppresson acvor ux bude but are mot lmeted to 

+ burneng vegetanoe resources eth Cormmeadty valucs 

*  burneng wither the perimeter of an area burned evthen the last | years 

+ beomeng either the perwmeter of a fwe rehateinatnom area 


+ hurneng eoten given vegetation typesthabas bey einer range tng sagebrush teticr Doh annual 
grasciands chrub/annual gressiand rahbwt brush grassiand foresied land am! sali dewer cherub) and 


* burneng more than ome @urd of a1 >eaervhed ms) yea penod 
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* burmeng euler opera aces. 

* burneng eathes demgnated ACECRNA areas (allow © montor natural processes). 

+ burning within s WSA: 

* burning exttue grvee vegetabos types (yunsper, anpen). 

burmeng at S OND fect chev ace of shove ( vegrtapos communes Capable of natural rehatehtapor) or 


* burmeng wether an areca Gow has 2 prescribed fire plan = place 


The suthonzed officer (distnct manager or desgnated represemtat: ve) has the authority to maxhefy fire and 
resource Crmera fox esther Category of land based on ue apecefx resource management obyectves sem 
fred throwgh the adagesve management process 
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Appendix N 
Donner und Blitzen National 


Wild and Scenic River 
Plan Revision 





Introduction 


The Donner und Blitzen National Wild and Scenic River (NWSR) Management Pian was completed in 
May 1993. In May 1997, Judge Haggerty of the U.S. District Court enjoined the BLM from authorizing 
cattle grazing, constructing parking lots, improving roads or constructing water diversions in the NWSR 
corndor until a revised river plan and proposed actions are analyzed in an EIS. The judge's opinion stated 
in part “This does not mean, however, that cattle grazing must be excluded from the river area. Rather, 
cattle grazing may continuc, but only in accordance within the strictures of the WSR Act to protect and 
enhance.” The BLM, therefore, decided to incorporate the river plan revision into this Draft SEORMP/EIS 
to address the following: 


* grazing within the river corridor, 
¢ diversion of water for the purpose of irrigating the meadows at Riddle Brothers Ranch, 


* construction or improvement of a parking area to facilitate management of the Riddle Brothers Ranch, 
and 





* construction or improvement of roads within the river corridor. 


The remainder of the river plan will remain unchanged unless otherwise amended by the SEORMP/EIS. 


Description and Current Management 


The Donner und Blitzen NWSR is 74.8 miles long and flows along the south and west slope of Steens 
Mountain. The corridor encompasses 22,625 acres (Map WSR-2). In 1902, David Griffiths, in his report on 
forage conditions of the Great Basin for the U.S. Department of Agriculture, found “the most closely 
pastured region visited was Steins (Steens) Mountains.” Mr. Griffiths, riding horseback from Wildhorse 
Canyon through Ankle Creek Basin and along the Donner und Blitzen, found no good feed, except in very 
steep ravines. His description of the forage for the area from Ankle Basin to the vicinity of present day 
Blitzen Crossing was “there was practically no more feed than on the floor of a corral.” This area would 
necessarily include at least some of the area that is presently designated as a NWSR. At the time of his 
survey, Griffiths estimated 182,500 sheep summering on Steens Mountain. 


Today, of the 63 miles of river that are on public land, cattle have access to approximately 16.2 miles. 
Consequently, 46.8 miles or 74 percent of the designated river is not being grazed by cattle. 


The River Management Plan identifies scenery, geology, recreation, fish, wildlife, vegetation, and historic 
as the ORVs. 
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are becomung more siabie. Rangeland monstormng information indscates thal mparian condition is in good or 
excellent condition or exhubiting a positive trend on 61 mules amd =: «*=tac and im far condition on 2 miles. 
This 2-mule portion is showing some of the community attnbutes winch indicate improved mpanan condi- 
tons; however, data is currently too incomplete to make an accuraic assessment. 


There are 18 Special Stetus animal species thai may be found im the area including inland redband wowt, 
Matheur mottled sculpin, peregrine falcon, northern bald cagie. ferruginous hawk, Swainson's hawk. 
spotted frog. Some of these species are rarely observed in the area or would not be affected by the alterna- 
tives. Special Status species that could be affected include inland redband trout, Malheur mottled sculp:n, 
northern goshawk, ferruginous hawk, Swainsoa's hawk, western sage grouse, yellow-bilied cuckoo, 
bobolink, Lewis’ woodpecker. western bluebird, Preble's shrew, and spotied frog. 


There are 20 Special Status plant species that are known to be in the river corridor. Those species include 
Cusick’s giant hyssop, lance-leaved grapefern, gray moonwort, pinnate grapefern, moonwort, Back's sedge, 
new sedge, Steens Mountain paintbrush, Hayden's cymopterus, moss gentian. slender gentian, wedgeleaf 
saxifrage, Sierra onion, Sierra spring beauty, Cusick’s draba, least rush, nodding melic, Davidson's penste- 
mon, Drummond willow, and weak-siemmed stonecrop. All of the Special Status plant species except 
Back's sedge are located in areas where livestock grazing is not allowed. Back’s sedge is an upland species 


Although the river corridor is largely primitive, five areas are cither readily accessible by road or have 
significant developments, all of which were im existence ai the ume the nver was designated. 


The Biitzen Crossing and Newton Cabin areas are road crossings receiving a considerable amount of 
picnic tables, outhouses, potable water, and campfire rings. The Riddle Brothers Ranch is a historic ranch 
with a ranch house, barn, and corrals. There is also a newer home and a small cabin on the property. Access 
to the ranch is by way of a dirt road of which 1.4 miles is within the NWSR corridor. An undeveloped 30 
by 50-foot parking area at the ranch is for public use. The road is gated where it enters the river corridor 
and public vehicular access 1s regulated at this point. Evidence of a water diversion includes built-up banks 
on the river as well as ditch work and a holding pond. With the exception of the water diversion, the BLM 
performs normal maintenance on these existing facilities in order to keep them functional and safe for 
public use. Refer to Chapter 2, “Wild and Scenic Rivers” for a more detailed description of the existing 
environment. 


Proposed Management 


management actions related to divertung water and umgating the meadows, changing the classificavion of 
the river corridor, public access to Riddle Brothers Ranch, and improving the portion of the road within the 
corndor leading to the Riddle Brothers Ranch are incorporated into the main body of the Draft SEORMP/ 
EIS. Impacts of the proposed management actions on the ORVs and on the other affecied programs, except 
WSAs, are discussed in Chapter 4 of this plan. Impacts to WSAs are described in Appendix T Catlow 
Conservation Agreement. 


The three grazing allotments that include portions of the Donner und Blitzen NWSR are the South Steens 
(No. 6002), Fish Creek/Big Indian (No. 6003), and Frazier Field (No. 6006). The portion of the NWSR 
within the Prazier Field Allotment, except for a smal! percentage of the upland within the corndor, 15 
excluded from livestock grazing. The upland portion of the nver corndor that is accessible to livestock 
would be managed under the same upland vegetavon management objectives identified in the Draft 
SEORMPYEIS. Meeting these objectives will protect and enhance the ORVs. For these reasons, the rest of 
this appendix will focus on proposed management for the pastures within the South Steens and Fish Creek/ 
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Big Indian Allouncats that have grazing access by cattle within the mparian communities of the nver 
corndor. 


include portions of the NWSR corndor, the interrelationshup of these pastures with the other pastures in the 
allotments cannot be ignored. The abulity to meet resource objectives on public and private lands, can only 
be accomplished through cooperative management of enure watersheds across ownership boundaries. 


Adaptive rotational grazing management would be employed on these allouments under Alternatives A. B, 
C, and D. Grazing management is designed to meet the physiological requirements of key plant species. 
Adapuve management provides the capability to change quickly to respond to monitoring data with 
consideration given to past seasons’ monitonng results as well as preseason monitomng and current climatic 
condipons such as drought and availability of water. This may result in stocking level changes, pasture 
rotanon Changes, uming of grazing changes, additional rest or use, or other modifications needed to attain 


management obyectives. 
All nparian sstes musi provide adequate cover and height of vegetation on the banks and overflow zones to 
recharge, and water storage) USDi BLM (TR-1737-14, 1997). 





All seasons of use, duration of use, and amouni of rest outlined for all alternatives are provided by the 

interdisciplinary team as a reasonable estumate of differences for comparison between alternatives. Actual 

management will be adaptive, driven by ecological change and hydrologic functioa. Failure to meet short- 

term or long-term allotment objectives, as determined by rangeland monitoring, would result in a more 

restricuve grazing strategy the following year such as shortened season of use, additional rest, restrictive 
il 


The proposed management for all alternatives employs the following principles and practices to ensure 
riparian protection and enhancement (TR 1737-14, 1997, Page 14). 


1) Limit grazing intensity, frequency, and season cf use, thereby providing sufficient rest to encourage plant 
vigor, regrowth, and energy storage and to minimize compaction of souls. 


2) Control the ming of grazing to prevent damage (bank shearing) to streambanks when they are most 
vulnerable to wampling. 


3) Ensure sufficient vegetation during periods of high flow to protect streambanks, dissipate energy, and 
trap sediments ' 


South Steens Allotment 


portions of che NWSR. 


fescue and associated grasses and forbs in the understory, with young juniper under the shrubs or a juniper 
overstory. These communities are losing species of forbs, and depending on aspect, elevation, and soils, 
many of the mountain sagebrush plants are stressed, dead, or dying. 


Desired mountain sagebrush communities would consist of vaned age classes of mountain sagebrush with 
an increased diversity of forbs and grasses. Approximately 400 acres of this community type have been 
prescribed burned over the past 2 years to reestabiish a healthy composition of native forbs, grasses, and 
shrubs 





The current condition of low sagebrush communities is acceptable for the most part, with chan «sed 
‘vhere western juniper has increased on some sites reducing shrub and forb diversity The low : nah 
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communities have similar species as the mountain sagebrush communities with a diverse mix of shrubs, 
grasses, and forbs with less juniper in the overstory. 


Juniper communities on lithic soils and ledges have low sagebrush and associated grasses, forbs, and 
shrubs. Typically, these are diverse communities having varied age classes of plants and structural diversity 
and are, therefore, currently meeting the desired future conditvon. 


Aspen communities have a sparse understory of grasses and forbs with limited aspen regeneration, lacking 
the dominant overstory species. The desired aspen communities would be a mixture of age classes of aspen 
with understory regeneration and a diverse undersiory of grasses, forbs, and shrubs. There would be much 


pasture. 


Steens Pasture 


There are 91,773 acres of public land and 8,873 acres of private land within the pasture. The upland 
vegetation that lies within the river corndor and is accessible to cattle will be managed to meet the range- 
land vegetation objectives identified in the RMP/EIS. Access to the mparian vegetation and the river itself is 
restricted to a small portion (approximately 50 to 100 feet) of the corndor north of Blitzen Crossing. 


The mparian community in this area currently has a diverse mix of alder and willow species of varied age 
classes and heights. The herbaceous community is a mix of sedges, rushes, forbs, and grasses with the 
npanan condition considered good and improving. The current npanan community is a desirable plant 
community; however, some increase in deciduous woody specics and an increase in sedge and rush species, 
with a lesser amount of some grass species, is preferred and expected in the desired future community. 


Guidelines specific to each alternative are as follows: 

Aiternative A—Access to the mparian community would be allowed during early season’ grazing on 
Steens Pasture. During iate season’ grazing, BLM would manage for a median stubble height of 4 inches of 
the herbaceous community within the annual high water flood zone and greenline at the end of the grazing 
season. Or or before this stubble height is reached during late season grazing, the riparian access would be 
closed. Refer to Appendix R for additional information on vegetation responses to various seasons of use. 


Alteraative B—Early season use would be the same as Alternative A. During late season grazing, wtiliza- 
tion limits of 45 percent of annual growth on key herbaceous species and 20 percent of annual growth on 
deciduous woody species would be employed within the mparian zone. 

Alternative C—Access to the riparian zone would only be during early season grazing. 
Alternative D—The same as Alternative C. 


Alternative E——No livestock grazing within the mparian zone of the NWSR. 


Blitzen Pasture 


There are 12,001 acres of public \and and 8,401 acres of private land within the Blitzen Pasture. Cattle and 
wild horses have access to approximately |! miles of the NWSR of which 7.3 miles are public land and 3.7 
miles are private land. Grazing animals also have access to approximately 3] miles of tnbutary streams of 
the NWSR system of which 14.3 miles are public and 16.7 miles are private. This pasture is centrally 
located within the allotment (see Map WSR-2). therefore, cattle must be trailed through it to access 
pastures on esther side or when moving off the mountain late im the season. 








Appendaces 
Within the river corndor, the riparian Communities in this pasture are varied. On the northern 4 miles, from 
the allotment boundary to Mud Creek, mparian communities have an oversiory of alder, dogwood. 
chokecherry, and willow with a diverse understory of sedges, rushes, grasses, and forbs. These communi- 
ues have species and structural diversity with vaned age classes of plants. The desired future community 
would have some increase in sedge and rush species with a decrease im some grass species; however, it 
would appear similar to current condstons. 


Within the remaining 7 miles of mparian communities in the river corndor, there are several species of 
willow in the overstory which is lacking on some sites. Willows are mature with regeneration of young and 
seedling plants becomung established on most sites. There is a mix of sedges, rushes, grasses, and forbs 
dominating the understory. The desired future communities on most of these sites would have an increase 
of willows with vaned age classes and tructure; sedges and rushes would increase with lesser amounts of 
some species of grasses and forbs expected. Rangeland monitoring indicates communities are currently 
moving in the direction of the desired future communities. 


Guidelines specific to cach alternative are as follows: 


Alternative A—{ |) Pasture would be rested on average | out of 4 years; (2) duration of use would occur 
within an carly season, and (3) trailing would occur cach year (some overnight use would occur during 
trailing with cattle brought into the pasture and removed the next day). 


Alternative B—{ 1) Uulization limuts of 45 percent of annual growth on key herbaceous species and 

20 percent of annual growth on deciduous woody species within the npanian zone would be employed, (2) 
pasture would be rested on average | out of 3 years: (3) dur-~won of use would occur within an early season. 
and (4) trailing would be the same as Alternative A. 


Alternative C—The pasture would be divided by attaching an existing fence on private land to 1.5 miles of 
new fence, of which, |-mile would be on private land and 0.5-mile on public land. All of the additional 
fence wou!’ be outside the river corridor. The Blitzen Pasture would have three consecutive years of rest 
beginning mm 1997: (1) each pasture would be rested 2 out of 4 years; (2) duration of use would occur 
during early season; (3) trailing would be the same as Alternatives A and B with both pastures open to 
trailing use; and (4) removal of livestock would be initated by observing during rangeland monitoring 
those factors which indicate the arrivai of late season grazing’ in conjunction with a median stubble height 


of the most palatable species within the greenline and annual flooding zone of approximately 3 inches. 


Alternative D—-The same as Alternative C, except the 1.5 miles of fen ¢ would not be constructed. The 
public land portions of the pasture would be rested for five consecutive years, starting in 1997 to accelerate 
changes in deciduous woody composition on some mpanan sites. 


Alternative E—No grazing would be authonzed on public land within the Blitzen Pasture. 


Fish Creek/Big Indian Allotment 


have npanan communities within the NWSR corndor accessible to livestock. 


The upland communities, both current and desired future community, are similar to what was descnbed for 
South Steens Alloument. Refer to that section for upland information. As with South Steens Allotment, the 
mpanan communities have more vanauon and will be descnbed for each pa ire. 


Little Blitzen Meadows 





Thais pasture is $54 acres, all of which are public land. There are approximately 2.4 miles of mparian 
communities accessible to cattle within the designated nver corndor 
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black cottonwood. These tees form mostly a mature overstory with some young and seedling plants 
developing. The herbaceous vegetation ts a diverse mux of grasses, forbs, sedges. and rushes. The desared 
future community would have a sumular composivon m the overstory as « ¢x1sts today wath an mcrease in 
age classes and some increase in deciduous woody cover Regeneration of black cottonwood would be 
expected on some sites. Sedge and rush cover would mcrease and a decrease im the cover of some species 
of grasses ts expected withun the herbaceous mpanan community. 


Previously culuvated meadow areas have a mix of sedges. rushes, forbs. and grasses (native and mtro- 
duced) with species of willows along the ditches and im low sites. The DFRC includes a decrease in the 
mtroduced grass species and an increase of sedges. rushes. and willows along the ditch system. 


Alternative A—{ 1) The pasture would be grazed yearly during an carly season’ of use; (2) trailing. 
including overnight stays, would occur for about 3 days each fall as cattle are moved to private winter 
range, and (3) occasional late season grazing on the previously Culuvated meadow areas may be prescribed 
using temporary electric fencing to prevent access to the Little Bintzen River mpanan zone with water 
access provided at a designated water gap. 


Alternative B—{ 1) Uulizatior, mits of 45 percent of annual growth on key herbaceous species and 

20 percent of annual growth on deciduous woody species within the nparian zone would be employed, (2) 
pasture would be rested every other year, (3) carly season grazing would be employed, and (4) trashing. 
including overmght stays, would occur for about 3 days each fall as cattle are moved to private winter 


range 


Alternative C—The pasture would be rested for three consecutive years beginning in 1997: (1) Pasture 
would be grazed 2 out of 4 years during an carly season of use; (2) removal of livestock would be initiated 
by observing during rangeland monstonng those factors which indicate the arrival of late season’ in 
conjunction with a median stubble height of the most palatable species within the greenline and annual 
flooding zone of approximately 3 inches; (3) wailing, including overnight stays, would occur for about 3 
days cach fall as cattle are moved to private winter range, and (4) occasional late season grazing on the 
previously cultivated meadows may be prescribed using temporary electric fencing to prevent acce... to the 
Little Blitzen River mpanan zone with water access provided at a designated water gap. 


Alternative D—The same as Alternative C. 


Alternative E—No g azing on the Blitzen Meadows Pasture. 





Curren management (Ahernat ve B) employs wohzaton heets of an average of 45 percent of anmual growth of key herbaceows species and 20 peroem of 
annual growth of decaduows woody species withen the npanan zones to accomplish thes obyective in Alternatives A (and [the herbaceous Communrty 
would bz measured to provide a mechan stubbic heught of 4 aches evthen the anmeual hugh eater food roar and greenione a the cad of (he grow ing season 
The 4unches would he the inte) measurement emed & proiecong ureambenks dessipanng carry) and wappeng sedomems Gunng penods of tngh © act 
flow within the annual tagh water flood mar and greenime Actual mechan stubble hrigts required io m herve thes obyect we ool! he dewermaned by rangeland 
monsonng (Hall and Bryant 1995. Clary and Webster 1989) 


‘Barty seasoe granng 1s 2 penod of use whee uptand grasecs remas peiatabie and hove wt yet ree hed materwy (esl) tegh temperarures are (ool enough 
that anvmals ell usually mamta upland dntnbwnoe Thr iand eater sowrces roman viatie Tw grasses on allyeval flats above the greeniine mm the 
npenas rome are not mature and roman peiatable The: pornon of the npe ap rome rece vung most of the grazing use and not the greenione as aewmels ire 
wo emer Grarmg would occw @ 8 ime whee sors at dr) enough © preves una ceptabér level: of band shearing and Compacvon Ansmal desary 
preference has not turned to drodwous wocdy waeces Regrowth of herbaceous aprcirs © tun thr greeninr and annual Mood rome © ol) cur A: the 
eievanom hewg considered the seascn may cocu bererrs Apri | to july 


‘| ge seasce gramag 1 whee upland gresers hove reached maturty and hewr reducr j paiatateiey [erly tagh temperatercs are oo ftes how cnough tom courage 
amumads to spend mor ure granag and josfing the npenes rome Upland eaten may a me ace remem vader The grasses cm allwvind flaws shove ite 
greenine wm the nparna rome hevs Greed and may be mature and hove reduced paiaiatelay (raring ese orl) wmcrease oe the greeniine tx ae ther 
nerheceow: vegrtance has cured (rnnag preference for drovdwows eoody species offre uncreaars during thes perv A (he elevates tevng cmadered thes 
season may occu herenes July | to Octaber | 
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Appendixes 
Newton Cabin Pasture 


This pasture consists of 7,716 acres of public land. Cattle have access to approximately 6.5 miles of the 
desagnated nver. 

Current npanan communsves are sumular to the descrupvon provided in the Little Blitzen Meadows. 
black cottonwood 1 sot associated on these mpanan communes. 

The desired future npanan communities would be as described for Little Blutzen Meadows, however, the 


western sumiper would have to be cut to allow the decsaduous woody communsty species to achieve poten- 
ual 


Specific guidelines for cach alternative are as follows. 
Alternative A— The pasture would be grazed every year during an carly season of use’ 
Alternative B— |) Utilization lumuts of 45 perceni of annual growth on key herbaceous species and 


20 percent of annual growth on deciduous woody species within the mpanan zone would be employed, and 
(2) the pasture would (. grazed every year during an carly season of use.’ 


Alternative C—The Newton Cabin Pasture would be rested for three consecutive years beginning in 1997. 
(1) The pasture would be grazed 2 out of 4 years during an carly season of use, and (2) removal of livestock 
would be insuated by observing during rangeland monstoring those factors which indicate the arrival of late 
season’ in conyunction with a median stubble height of the mosi palatable spe es within the greealine and 
annual flooding zone of approximately 3 inches. 


Alternative D—The same as Alternative C. 


Grazing Impacts Analysis 


Environmental impacts on the ORV: from grazing proposals for cach pasture are idenufied by aliernative 
below These impacts are analy zed as to thew effects on meeting the objectives of the River Management 
Pian and the objectives and DRFC im this Drafi SEORMPYEIS. 


The basic difference between the alternatives 1s the amount of ume needed to fully meet the resource 
objectives whvle sustamning a certain degree of livestock use Additionally, management of adjacent 
intermingled and onvaie land can influence the degree of success in mectung obyectuves on public land. 


South Steens Allotment 
Steens Pasture 


Alternative A 


Impects: Livestock grazing management should result in emprovements in fish habuiat_ lmproved npanan 
vegetation and bank stability are expected. resulting in increased root wad cover, increased overhanging 
mncreased undercut banks. decreased sedimentation of spawning gravels. and increased pool habrtat 
avaslatulity Improvements are expected but at a slower and possibly delayed rate relative to the other 
alternatives 
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The ORVs of scenery, recreation, vegetabon, and wildisfe would be enhanced as vegetaon withen the 
comndor responds to management. The increased size and density of willows along the mver will be 
especially umportant m providing wildlife and fishery habetat needs as weil as umproving the visual qualsty 
of the corndor. There would be no adverse umpacts to Special Status plants. Years with late season grazing 
could reduce the following year's nesting cover for ground nesters like sage grouse mn arcas where spmng 
nesting acuvity occurs and where there 1s a reducton of residual tall grass cover bencath the sagebrush 
This would make ground- nesting berds more suscepuble to predaton 

Ceanctusion: The objyectrve would be met. improvements are expected at a slower rate than Alternatives C 
and D. No cumulative adverse impacts are expected. 


Abernative B 

impacts: The same as Alternative A. 

Conctusion: The objective would be met. Impacts are the same as Alicrnative A. 
Abernatives C and D 


since there would be no late season grazing Other impacts are the same as Alternative A. 


Conctusion: The obyecurve would be met more quickly than Alternatives A and B since there would be no 
Alternative E 


Impects: There would be no use im the water gap in this alternative so trend would be accelerated over 
Alternatives A. B, C and D. 


Ceachasion: The objective would be met more quickly than the other alternatives since there would be no 
grazing in the water gap. Cumulative impacts would be possible impacts to the South Fork of the Donner 
und Blitzen River WSA as an additional water source 1s developed nearby to replace the fenced off water 
gap 


Blitzen Pasture 


Alternative A 


Impects: The pernodac resi and early season of use would allow continued mmprovement in mpanan and 
upland vegetavon Fish and wildlife habvtat would be enhanced as the vegetation responds favorably to 
maa: . ment. Recreation opportunites would also improve as the wildlife, fishery, and vegetation ORVs 
are protected and enhanced. The pastures thai are used after the Blitzen Pasture do not physically include 
portions of the nver corndor but do contain many of the tnbutanes to the mver which directly influence the 
ORVs in terms of fish habitat and water quality. 


The impacts from livestock to the spotted frog are unknown Any significant impacts to threatened or 
endangered species would result in management changes to remedy these affects Wildhife cover from 
herbaceous vegetaton within the mpanan zone may be madequat( for approxmmately 3} weeks unul ad- 
equate regrowth 1s attamned 


Conchusions: The objective would be met as the mparian and uplan’ =. getation move toward DRFC. 
Short-term impacts to wiidhfe cover may occur along the npanan zowe Cumulative impacts to the private 
land and other public land im the area are beneficial in terms of masntasning a Cooperative management 
strategy with the private landowner and retamming significant flexibility in managing the enure allotment 
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imepects: Imposing the 45 percent utlizabon lemsts on herbaceous mpanan vegetabon and 20 percent on 
woody speces would cause npanan arca umprovement smular to Alhernatrwe A The fishery. scenic. 
recreanon, and wildlife ORVs would mmprove as well. as the mpanan aca vegetabon condsbons responded 
to the intensified management Earty season use would also allow regrowth of the upland vegetzvon on 
most years whach would enhance the vegetabon and scenic ORWs The increased frequeacy of permodac resi 
uplands would have adequate nesting and escape cover impbomentavon of the 45 percent uulizaton eve! 
would mmprove habsat (over Alecrnative A) of ground-dwelleng specoes luke the sponed frog if more 
ressdual cover 1s left along Gx © \saran zone. 


Ceactusion. The obyecuve would be met through carly season grazing and total resi penods one out of 
three years. Impowng the utlizavon crtena would act signsficantly alter use rates from Alternatives AC. 
and D. if the measurement 1s made on current year's growth The quicker return mterval of ital rest (over 
Alternative A) would accelerate meeting the DRC of the upland and mpanan vegetation Cumulative 
impacts are the same as Alternative A 


Akernative ( 


Impacts: Construcaon of the | 5 miles of fence outside the nver corndor would mmcrease the sequence of 
enhance all ORVs Rupanan and upland wildlife cover would be cmhanced compared to Alternatives A and 
B since half of the pasture receives total rest every year. However, the more concentrated use in the grazed 
pasture may slightly increase disturbance to ground-nesting wildlife species. Wildlife cover from herba- 
ceous vegetation within the mpanan zone of the grazed pasture may be madequate for appro —ately 3 
weeks pnor to adequate regrowth The fence would create a slight entar tlement hazard to mvc deer and 
elk. 


Cenchusion: The objyecuve would meet the DRFC of the npanan and upland vegetation possibly be quicker 
than Alternatives A and B since ca.) new pasture would be rested from grazing | out of 2 years. Increasing 
the concentration of livestock mm the grazed porvor of the pasture may shghtly mcrease disturbance to 
ground-nestvng birds, however. the total rest of the remainder of the pasture would elimunate this type of 
disturbance Cumulative impacts are expected to be simular to Alternatives A and B_ 


Alternative D 


Impacts: The proposed 5-year rest penod and the frequency of perodic rest with an carly season of use 
would result in voluntary noouse of the intermixed privaic land w:then this pasture which would not be 
economucally feasible for the landowner Within this pasture. 60 percent of the uplands and 34 percent (or 
3.7 mules) of the Donner und Blitzen NWSR are privately owned Additionally, 80 percent (10 2 mles) of 
the major tibutanes to the nver within this pasture are privately owned To enable crazing use of this 
pnvate land, whach was not in conyunction with public land. approxmmately 2 5 mules of fence within the 
river corndor and approxmmately |2 mules of fence adjacent to the South Fork of the Donner und Blitzen 
WSA would be required The coordinated management which currently exists and would exist under 
Ahernau ves A. B. and C would be lost The resulting segmented management of the watershed would 
result an the least opportunity and the longest penad of ume to accomplish management obyecti ves. 


Any adverse impact: to public land resource values from private land management & ay reduce the avail- 
atulity of use for livestock on public land 


Couchusion: The objective would be met dependant upon the subsequent management of the priv ate land 
mm the area The rate of meeting the DRFC of the upland and npanan vegetation would be similar to 
Alternative C Meetng the fishery ORV, however, may be jeopardized if grazing restricuions on public lan | 
cause mmcreased use on private land Adverse cumulative impacts to fish habutat and water quality may 
resvlt 
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Abernanve E 


Impects: Removing vestock gramng from the Donner und Blitzen NWSR cornmdor m and by aself could 
provide the most raped acheevement of the obyecuves One detrumental effect under tus scenano would be 
the reducton of green grass for clk as unused plants became more unpalatable ower ume The addeonal 
lskety mcrease in the rodent populawon would provide addsvonal prey base for raptors and other predators 
The probable scenano, however. would be the fencing off and independent use of the private land areas by 
the Landowner impacts to tus are the same as described im Alternative D 


Ceactusion: The same conchusson as Alternative D with a tagher probabelsty that private land grazing 
would cause adverse umpacts to the fishery an4 water quality resources of the nver 


Semmary of impacs 


Ahernatrves A.B. and C would meet ORVs and other resource obyecurves withen the South Sieens Allot- 
ment The main differences between these alternatives 1s the ume required to fully meet the objectives: 
Alternatives D and E have potential adverse Cumulative impacts related to the probable loss of cooperative 
management between the BLM and private landowner 


Fish Creek-Big Indian Allotment 
Little Blitzen Meadows Pastur 


Alternative 4 


lmpects: The carly season of use would allow continued recovery of the mpanan and upland vegetabon 
The fish and wildlife ORVs would respond accordingly The scemic. recreation, and histonc ORVs would be 
enhanced as well Ground-dwelling wildlife. like the spotted frog. heavily dependant on the mpanan zone. 
may be darectly impacted by occasional trampling from livestock 


Cenchusion: The obyective would be met through the prescnpuon of carly season grazing “cars of late 
season grazing would not umpact the mpanan area along the nver due to the placement of electric fencing. 
Trampling impa ts to ground-dwelling specie: atc the spotted frog. though possible. are not predicted to 
occur. There are no anticipated adverse cunval atrw: impacts 


Alternative B 

impects: This alternative provides for an carly season of use and resis the pasture every other year The 
alternate year's rest would accelerate the recovery of the mpanan areas and shorten the ume peeded to fully 
meet the objectives for the ORVs The utilizaton critena added 20 this alternative would not significantly 
alter the ume frames for meeting the objectives. 


Cenctusion: The objective would be met sooner than Alternative A due to the addition of alternate year's 
rest from grazing There are no known adverse cumulative impacts. 


Alternatives C and D 


lempa cts: Impacts are sermiar to Ahernative Bo 


Couctasion: The objective would be met by resting the pasture 2 years out of 4 and continuing using the 
astu-e during an early season of use impacts are semular to Ahern uve B and there are no known curnula 


uve umpac ts 
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imnpects: No gramng would allow a natural rate of recovery of the wegetamon ORV mm Gus porvon of the 
commdor. The wikdiefe and fishery ORVs would also be enhanced slightly ower Alernatves B.C. and D as 
grvend mc: for nesteng increases slightly and any msi of aegatrwe ompacts from lrvestock grareng are 
chemenated The prey base for captors may emprovwe if radent populavons mcrease from the addeponal 
vegetal cover across the meadows 


Cenctaston: The obyecuve would be met The DRC for the upland and mpanan vegetavon would be met 
quecker than the other alternatives wnce any m., act from livestock grazzng would be clemenated Sence total 
iumunawoe of grazing 1s not needed to meet resource obyecuves. empiementapos of thus alternative would 
be a negative Cumulative ampact to the ran.geland/grazing obyecuve of sustasmung lrvestock forage produc - 
vos ete meetung other resource obyectives: 


Newton Cabin Pasture 
Alternanve A 


impacts: All the ORV s. inc budeng the Special Status plant specjees. would be protected and enhanced under 
thes ahernatrve but enhancement would occur at a shower rate than Ahternsatives C.D. and E 


The early season would provide adequate regrowth of mpanan and upland vegetation Ground nesting cover 
m the uplands would be reduced over Alternatives C.D. and E sance cattle would have access to the pasture 


every year The reparian area may have a2 grazed appearance every year for about 2-3 weeks wiuch would 
detract from the scemx ORV Herbaceous wiidife cover could be mmpacted during thus same cerned of me 


Ceactasion: The obyectrve would be met by utslizing an carly use grazing schedule Meeung DRFC for the 
mpanan and upland vegetanon would take longer than Alternatives C.D. and E No adverse cumulative 
affects are expected to occur 


Akernative B 

The same as Alternative A 

Cenctusion: The same as Alternative A 

Alternatives ( and D 

Impects: Provideng rest 2 years out of 4 will accelerate the enhancement of the ORVs toward meeting the 
obtyectives The combenaton of regrowth and rest years will provede abundant nesting and escape cover for 
wildlife Scemc wumpacts would be shor term and minimal as the natural character of the area would recover 
more quickly The pasture would be 1 tally absent of livestock wumpacts durng rest years 


Cenctasion: The objective would be me! sooner than Alternatives A ond B by resung the pavture two wears 
owt of four and still wtrlizang carly season of use Wildlife cover requis. ucnts woul = “tally met during 
rest years and only be madequate for approsmmately } weeks ducing wee yo wt No acy < Cumulative 
impacts are expected 

Alternative E 

impects: Impacts from cattle would be absent wader thes aliernaive | ong ‘orm nomuse Could reduce the 


pacctatuiity and sutripon of grasses fc elk Raptors wow! benef) dy ~opwlabons mcrease from the 
addmonal vegetative growed lmer ORVs revource objec: ves muy © met oo. cer han for afl other aherna 
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Conctestes: The otyecuve would be met Merung DRC and ORV atyectrwes wowhd accu quaker under 
Qe mo grarmeg scenar Any ivestact rela’ ompacts waukd te chomenaicd An adver Cumulative efit 
to Oe rangeiand/gramng otyccu we would accu a bywestcc’ forage evmlatel*) would be reduced ewer 
thoug? all resource abyectwes car be met etuke prowsdeng for west’ use Comeemicnt ect mectung te 


othe: resowrce .tyect ves 
Semmary of impacts 
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Appendix O 
Best Management Practices 





BMPs are those land and resource management techniques designed to maximuze beneficial results and 
minimize negative impacts of management actions. Interd:sciplinary site-speccixc analysis is necessary to 
determine which management practices would be necessary to meet specific gca!s. BMPs described in this 
appendix are designed to assist in achieving the objectives for maintaining or improving water quality, soil 
productivity, and the protection of watershed resources. These guidelines will apply, where appropriate, to 
all use authorizations, including BLM- initiated projects. Modifications may be necessary on a site-specific 
basis to minimize the potential for negative impacts. Each of the following BMP guidelines is a part of the 
coordinated development of this plan and may be updated as new information becomes available. Appli- 
cants can suggest alternate com ‘ions that could accomplish the same result. 


BMPs are selected and implemented as necessary, based on site-specific conditions, to meet water and soil 
objectives for specific management actions. This document does not provide an exhaustive list of BMPs. 
Additional BMPs may be identified during an interdisciplinary process when evaluating site-specific 
management actions. Implementation and effectiveness of BMPs need to be monitored to determine 
ments will be made as necessary to ensure objectives are met and as needed to conform with changes in 
BLM policy, direction, or new information. 


These BMPs are a compilation of existing policies and guidelines and commonly employed practices to 
considered one of the primary mechanisms to achieve Oregon water quality standards. Nonpoint sources of 
conditions associated with human use of ihe land and its resources. Nonpoint source pollution is caused by 
diffuse sources rather than from a discharge at a specific, single location. Such pollution results in alteration 
of the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of water. 


BMPs are defined as methods, measures or practices selected on the basis of site-specific conditions to 
ensure that water quality will be maintained at its highest practicable level. BMPs include, but are not 
limited to, structural and nonstructural controls, operations, and maintenance procedures. BMPs can be 
applied before, during, and after pollution-producing activities to reduce or eliminate the introduction of 
pollutants into receiving waters (40 CFR 130.2, Environmental Protection Agency Water Quality Standards 
Regulation). 

BMPs are identified as part of the NEPA process, with interdisciplinary involvement. Because the control 
of nonpoint sources of pollution is en ongoing process, continual refinement of BMP design is necessary. 
This process can be described in five steps which are: (1) selection of design of a specific BMP, (2) 
application of the BMP, (3) monitoring; (4) evaluation; and (5) feedback. Data gathered through monitor- 
ing is evaluated and 1s used to identify changes needed in BMP design, application, or in the monitoring 
program. 


Road Design and Maintenance 


1) Des’ .n roads to minimize total disturbance, to conform with topography, and to minimize disruption of 
natu « dramage patterns. 
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2) Base road design criteria and standards on road management objectives such as traffic requirements of 
the proposed activity and the overall transportation plan, economic analysis, safety requirements, resource 
objectives, and minimizing damage to the environment. 


3) Locate roads on stable terrain such as ndgetops, natural benches, and flatter transitional slopes near 
slopes, clay beds, and where rock layers dip parallel to the slope. Locate roads on well-drained soil types; 
avoid wet areas. 


4) Construct cut and fill slopes to be approximately X(h):1(v) or flatter where feasible. Locate roads to 
minimize heights of cutbanks. Avoid high, steeply sloping cutbanks im highly fractured bedrock. 


5) Avoid head wails, midslope locations on steep, unstable slopes, fragile soils, seeps, old landslides, 


sideslopes in excess of 70 percent, and areas where the geologic bedding planes or weathering surfaces are 
inclined with the slope. Implement extra mitigation measures when these areas can not be avoided. 


6) Construct roads for surface drainage by using outslopes, crowns, grade chinges, drain dips, waterbars 
and/or insloping to ditches as appropriate. 


7) Sloping the road base to the outside edge for surface drainage is normally recommended for local spurs 
or minor collector roads where low volume traffic and lower traffic speeds are anticipated. This is also 
excavation 1s wanted. Out-sloping is not recommended on steep slopes. Sloping the road base to the inside 
edge is an acceptable practice on roads with steep sideslopes and where the underlying soil formation is 
very rocky and not subject to appreciable erosion or failure. 


8) Crown and ditching is recommended for arterial and collector roads where traffic volume, speed. 
intensity and user comfort are considerations. Recommended gradients range from 0 to 15 percent where 


crown and ditching may be applied, as long as adequate drainage away from the road surface and ditch 
lines 1s maintained. 


9) Minimize excavation, when constructing roads, through the use of balanced earthwork, narrowing road 
widths, and end hauling where sideslopes are between S50 and 70 percent. 


10) If possible, construct roads when soils are dry and not frozen. When soils or road surfaces become 
saturated to a depth of 3 inches, BLM-authorized activities should be limited or cease unless otherwise 
approved by the authorized officer. 


11) Consider improving inadequately surfaced roads, that are to be left open to public traffic during wet 
weather, with gravel or pavement to minimize sediment production and maximize safety. 


12) Retain vegetation on cut slopes unless it poses a safety hazard or restricts maintenance activities. 
Roadside brushing of vegetation should be done in a way that prevents disturbance to root systems and 
visual intrusions (i.¢., avoid using excavators for brushing). 


13) Retain adequate vegetation between roads and streams to filter runoff caused by roads. 


14) Avoid riparian/wetland areas where feasible; locate in these areas only if the roads do not interfere with 
the attainment of PFC and RMOs. 


15) Minarmize the number of unimproved stream crossings. When a culvert or bridge is not feasible, locate 
drive-through (low water crossings) on stable rock porvons of the drainage channel. Harden crossings with 
the addition of rock and gravel if necessary. Use angular rock if available. 


16) Locate roads and limit activities of mechanized equipment within stream channels to minimize their 
influence on mpanan areas. When stream crossing is necessary, design the approach and crossing perpen- 
dicular to the channel where practical. Locate the crossing where the channel is well-defined, unobstructed, 
and straight 








Appendices 
17) Avoid placing fill material in floodplain unless the maternal is large enough to remain in place during 
flood events. ° 


18) Use drainage dips instead of culverts on roads where gradients would not present a safety issue. Locate 
drainage dips in such a way so water would not accumulate or where outside berms prevent drainage from 
areas and catchment basins to prevent sediment from entering the stream. 


19) Construct catchment basins, brush windrows, and culverts in a way fo minimize sediment transport 
from road surfaces to stream channels. Install culverts in natural drainage channels in a way to conform 
with the natural streambed gradsents with outlets that discharge onto rocky or hardened protected areas. 


20) Design and locate water crossing structures in natural drainage channels to accommodate adequate fish 
passage, provide for minimum impacts to water quality and capable of handling a 100-year event for runoff 
and floodwaters. 


21) Use culverts that pass, at a minimum, a 50-year storm event and/or have a minimum diameter of 24 
inches for permanent stream crossings and a minimum diameter of 18 inches for road crossdrains. 


22) Replace undersized culverts and repair or replace damaged culverts and down spouts. Provide energy 
dissipators at culvert outlets or drainage dips. 


23) Locate culverts or drainage dips in such a manner as to avoid discharge onto unstable terrain such as 
head walls or slumps. Provide adequate spacing to avoid accumulation of water in ditches or road surfaces. 
Culverts should be placed on solid ground to avoid road failures. 


24) Proper sized aggregate and riprap should be used during culvert construction. Place riprap at culvert 
entrance to streamline water flow and reduce erosion. 


25) Establish adapted vegetation on all cuts and fill immediately following road construction and mainte- 
nance. 


26) Remove berms from the down slope side of roads, consistent with safety considerations. 


27) Leave abandoned roads in a condition that provides adequate drainage without further maintenance. 
Close abandoned roads to traffic. Physically obstruct the road with gates, large berms, trenches, logs, 
stumps, or rock boulders as necessary to accomplish permanent closure. 


28) Abandon and rehabilitate roads no longer needed. Leave these roads in a condition that provides 
adequate drainage Remove culverts. 


29) When plowing snow for winter use of roads, provide breaks in snow berms to allow for road drainage. 
Avoid plowing snow into streams. Plow snow only on existing roads. 


30) Maintenance should be performed to conserve existing surface material, retain the original crowned or 
out-sloped self-draining cross section, prevent or remove rutting berms (except those designed for slope 
protection) and other irregularives that retard normal surface runoff. Avoid wasting loose ditch or surface 
matenal over the shoulder where it can cause stream sedimentation or weaken slump-prone areas. Avoid 


undercutung back slopes. 


31) Do not disturb the toe of cut slopes while pulling ditches or grading roads. Avoid sidecasting road 
maternal into streams: 


32) Grade roads only .. necessary. Maintain drain dips, waterbars, road crown, in-sloping and out-sloping, 
as appropnate, dumng road maintenance 
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33) Maintain roads in SMAs according to SMA guidance. Generally, retaun roads within existing disturbed 
arcas and sidecast maternal away from the SMA. 

34) When landslides occur, save all soil and material usable for reclamation or stockpile for future reclama- 
tion needs. Avoid side casting of slide material where it can damage, overload, and saturate embankments. 
or flow into down-slope drainage courses. Reestablish vegetation as needed in arcas where vegetation has 
been destroyed due to side casting. 

35) Strip and stockpile topsoil ahead of construction of new roads, if feasible. Reapply soil to cut and fill 
slopes prnor to revegetation. 


Surface-Disturbing Activities 





1) Special design and reclamation measures may be required to protect scenic and natural landscape values. 
This may include transplanting trees and shrubs, mulching and fertilizing disturbed areas, use of low profile 
permanent facilives, and painting to minimize visual contrasts. Surface-disturbing activities may be moved 
to avoid sensitive areas or to reduce the visual effects of the proposal. 


2) Above ground facilities requiring painting should be designed to blend in with the surrounding environ- 
ment. 


3) Disturbed areas should be contoured to blend with the natural topography. Blending 1s defined as 
sensitive areas should be contoured to match the onginal topography, where matching 1s defined as 
reproducing the onginal topography and eliminating form, line, and color caused by the disturbance as 
much as possible. 

4) Reclamation should be implemented concurrent with construction and site operations to the fullest extent 
possible Final reclamation actions shall be initiated within 6 months of the termination of operations unless 
otherwise approved in writing by the authorized officer. 


5) Fill material should be pushed into cut areas and up over back slopes. Depressions should not be left that 
would trap water or form ponds. 


Rights-of-way and Utility Corridors 


1) Rights-of-way and utility caderas should use areas adjoining or adjacent to previously disturbed areas 
whenever possible, rather than traverse undisturbed communities. 


2) Waterbars or dikes should be constructed on all of the rights-of-way and utility corridors, and across the 
full width of the disturbed area, as directed by the authorized officer. 


3) Disturbed areas within road nghts-of-way and utility corndors should be stabilized by vegetation 
practices designed to hold soi! in place and minimize erosion. Vegetation cover should be reestablished to 
4) Sediment barners should be constructed when needed to slow runoff, allow deposition of sediment, and 


prevent transport from the site. Stramning or filtration mechanisms may also be employed for the removal of 
sediment from runoff. 








Forest Management 


1) Design harvest unsts and forest health weatments to blend with natural terrain. 


2) Consider clearcutting only where i 1s silverculturally essential to accomplish site-specific objectives. 
Areas with fragile watershed conditions or high scenic values should not be clearcut. 


3) When soils or road surfaces become saturated to a depth of 3 inches, BLM-authorized activities, such as 
log yarding and hauling, should be limited or cease unless otherwise approved by the authorized officer. 


4) Scatter unmerchantable maternal (tops, limbs, etc ) im cutting units and treatment areas, consistent with 
fuel loadine Venitati 


5) Ground yarding systems are not recommended on slopes that are of 30 percent or greater. 
6) Uulize designated skid trails and hau! roads, where feasible, when ground yarding. 


7) Locate skid trails on upper slope positions, as far as possible from surface water. Avoid skidding across 
drainage bottoms or creating conditions that concentrate and channelize surface flow. 


8) Use directional felling, when applicable, to minimize skidding distance and locate skid trails as far as 
possible from sensitive areas. 

9) Install waterbars and apply native seed, when available, to skid trails and landings prnor to temporary 
seasonal closures and following harvest operations. Consider npping or subsouling on skid trails and 
abandoned haul roads to reduce compaction where soil and slope conditions permit. 

10) When ground or cable yarding, logs should be fully, or at least have the lead end, suspended. 


11) Locate landings away from surface water. Design landings to minimize disturbance consistent with 
safety and efficiency of operation. 


12) Use low pressure grapple equipment, if possible, when piling slash. 


13) Conduct forested land treatments when soil surfaces are either frozen, dry, or have adequate snowpack 
to minimize impacts to soil and water resources. 


Fire Suppression 


1) Minimize surface disturbances and avoid the use of heavy earth-moving equipment where possible, on 
ail fire suppression and rehabilitation activities, including “mop-up”, except where high value resources 
(including lives and property), are being protected. 


2) Install waterbars and seed all constructed firelines with native species as appropriate. 


3) Avosd dropping fire retardant that 1s detrimental to aquatic communities on streams, lakes, ponds and in 
npanan/wetiand areas. 


4) The location and construction of hand lines should result in minimal surface disturbance while effec - 
tively controlling the fire. Hand crews should locate lines to take full advantage of existing land features 
that represent natural fire barners. Whenever possible, handlines should follow the contour of the slope to 
protect the soil, provide sufficient residual vegetation to capture and retain sediment, and maintain site 
productivity. 
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5) Suppression in mpanan areas should be by hand crews when possibie. 


Prescribed Burning 


1) To protect soil productivity, burning should be conducted if possible, under conditions when a low- 
intensity burn can accomplish stated obyecuves. Burn only when condmvons of organic surface or duff layer 
have adequate moisture to minimize effects to the physical and chemical properties of the soul. When 
possible, maximuze the retention of the organic surface or duff layer. 


2) Slash should not be piled and burned within mpanan/wetland areas. If mpanan/wetland areas are within 
or adjacent to the prescribed burn unit, piles should be fire lined or scattered pnor to burning. 


3) When preparing the unst for burning, avoid piling concentrations of large logs and stumps, pile small 
maternal (3 to 8 inches diameter) Slash piles should be burned when soul and duff morsture are adequate to 
reduce potential damage to soil resources. 


Livestock Grazing Management 


Mining 


Rangeland projects and improvements are constructed as a portion of adaptive management to reduce 
resource management conflicts and to achieve multiple use management objectives Standard design 
elements and procedures for rangeland improvements are summarized in Appendix S They have been 
standardized over ume to mitgate impacts and will be adhered to in the construction and maintenance of 
rangeland proyects withan the planning area. 


Effects of grazing by large herbivores are summarized in Appendix R. Grazing schedules are developed and 
adjusted through the adapuve management process on an allotment specific basis This 1s to mitigate 
impacts to resource values and progress toward multiple-use management objectives and sustainability of 
desirable values. 





1) Reclaim all disturbed surface areas promptly, preforming concurrent reclamation as necessary, and 
minimize the total amount of all surface disturbance 


2) All surface soil should be stripped pnor to conducting operations, stockpiled, and reapphed during 
reclamation, regardless of soi! quality Minimize the length of ume soul remains in stockpiles and the depth 
or thickness of stockpiles. When slopes on topsoil stockpiles exceed 5 percent, a berm or trench should be 
constructed below the stockpile to prevent sediment transport off site. 


3) Stnp and separate soil surface honzons where feasible and reapply in proper sequence dunng reclama- 
von. 


4) Locate soil stockpiles and waste rock disposal areas away from surface water to minimize off-site 
drainage effects 


$) Establish vegetation cover on soi! stockpiles that are to be in place longer than | - year 


6) Construct and rehabilitate temporary roads to minimize total surface disturbance, consistent with 
intended use 
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7) Consider temporary measures such as silt fences, straw bales or mulching to trap sediment im sensitive 


8) Reshape to the approximate onginal contour all areas to be permanently reclaimed, providing for proper 
surface drainage. 


9) Leave reclasmed surfaces in a roughened conditvon following soil application. 
10) Complete reclamation and seeding during the fall if possibile. 


Wildlife Habitat Protection 


Disturbances to wildlife secunty that jeopardize winter survival or breeding activives should be minimuzed 
to the extent practical. This can be accomplished by prescribing specific adjustments to the ming or 
location of disturbing activives. For most east.rn Oregon species of wildlife, winter use typically begins by 
December and ends by early March. Local vanations to these general dates are apt to occur and influence 
prescriptions required to protect wildlife security. The breeding season for most species begins by early 
March and extends through the month of June. Species such as owls are exceptions to these general 
breeding season dates. 


Power lines should be constructed according to standards outlined in Suggested Practices for Raptor 
Protection on Power Lines, Raptor Research Foundation, Inc 1981, so that hazards to large perching birds 
may be minimized or avorded. 





Fence design should conform with BLM Manual 1737-1 im order to accommodate big game movements 
and minimize the nsks of inyunes or death due to entanglement 


Bird ramps should be installed in livestock troughs where entrapmenV/drowning of small animals has been 
identified as a problem 


Prescribed land treatments that impact the character of shrubland, juniper and forest cover should be 
designed to reduce some of the negative impacts associated with cover losses Design features should 
imcorporate temporal (timing) and spatial (location) considerations that will contnbute toward reducing 
habitat fragmentation 


Wherever possible, juniper habstats should provide the following kinds of characternstics important to 
wildlife (1) patches of thermal and hiding cover for mule deer and elk. (2) scattered mature trees suitable 
for nesting raptors such as ferruginous hawks, (3) maimtenance of large trees (approximately 24-inch 
diameter measured | -foot above ground) with cavities for vanous species of small mammals and birds, (4) 
downed trees for smal] animal refugia and big game cover, and (5) vegetation mosaics of approximately SO 
percent juniper cover and SO percent shrub or grassland 


Big sagebrush shrub overstones, as described in the Desired Range of Future Conditions (Chapter 3), 
should exhibit the following kinds of habstat charactenstacs (1) shrub overstones on native range would 
occur on approximately 50 to 75 percent of a project or local geographic area, (2) shrub overstones on 
seedings would occur on approximately 25 to SO percent of a project or local geographic area, (3) shrub 
overstones would be present in predominantly moderate canopy coverages (defined as approximately 5 to 
15 percent canopy coverage) which allow for the support of a diverse grass and forb understory 


Snags and green tree replacements for snags in forested habrtats to maintain wildlife populations at the 60 
to 70 percent level. 
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Noxious Weed Management 


1) All contractors and land-use operators moving surface-desturbung equipment in or oul of weed infested 
areas should clean thes equipment before and after use on public land 


2) Control weeds annually in areas frequently disturbed such as grave! pits. recreation sites, road sides. 
livestock concentration areas. 


3) Consider livestock quarantine, removal, or umng lmstavons im weed infesied arcas 


4) All seed, hay, straw, mulch, or other vegetation maternal transported and used on public land weed-free 
zones for site stability, rehabilitation of proyect facilstavon should be cerufied by a qualified Federal, State 
or county officer as free of noxious weeds and noxious weed seed All baled feed. pelleuzed feed and grain 
transported into weed-free zones and used to feed livestock should also be certified as free of noxious weed 
seed 


Developed Recreation 


1) Construct recreation sites and provide appropnate sanitation facilites to minimize impacts to resource 
values, public health and safety, and minimize user conflicts of approved activites and access within an 
area as appropriate 


2) Minimize impacts to resource values or to enhance a recreational setting and recreation expenence 
Harden site and locations subyect to prolonged/repetitive concentrated recreational uses with selective 
placement of gravel or other porous matenals and allow for dust abatement. paving and engineered road 
construction: 


3) Use public education and/or physical barners (e.g . rocks, posts, vegetation) to direct or prelude uses and 
to minimize impacts to resource values and the quality of recreation expenence 


4) As appropnate, employ limitations of specific activities to avord of correct adverse impacts to resource 


5) Employ land use ethics programs and techniques such as “Leave No Trace” and “Tread Lightly.” Use 
outreach efforts of such programs to lessen needs to implement more stringent regulatory measures to 
obtain resource protection and a quality recreation expenence 
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Mineral Development Scenarios 


Introduction 


Scope 


This appendia describes scenanos for the reasonably foreseeable development of leasable. locatable. and 
saleable mineral commadiues The scenano for reasonably foreseeable development estimates the level and 
type of future mineral activity im the plannong areca and provides a basis for the analysis of cumulative 
effects The scenano first describes the steps in developing a mineral deposit. with presentaton of hypo- 
thencal exploravon and mining operavons Current levels of activity are discussed m Chapter 3 Trends and 
assumpuons affecting mineral activity are discussed im this appendir followed by esumates for future 
muneral exploravon and development 


The scenano for reasonably foreseeable development is hased on known or inferred mineral resource 
data or econom«x condit-ons would alter reasonably foreseeable development, and some deviation should 
be expected over time The development scenaro 1s lymrted to BLM admunistered land 


Leasable Mineral Resources 








Foreseeable t of Oil and 


Gas (Alternatives A— D) 
Future trends and assumptions: 


Based on the history of drilling for on! and gas and the development potential of the planning area. activity 
over the next 15 to 20 years is likely to be sporadic Oil and gas activity will probably consist of the 
issuance of some Competitive and over-the-counter leases. a few geophysical surveys, and perhaps the 
dnitling of two or three exploratory wells 


Geophysical exploration 


Geophysical exploration 1s conducted to determune the subsurface structure of an area and the potential for 
mineral resources Three geophysical survey techniques are generally used to define subsurface charactens- 


Gravity and magnetic field surveys —anvolve small portable measuring units that are easily transported by 
hight off-highway vehicles, euch as 4- wheel drive pickup trucks and jeeps, or arrcraft, Both off and on- 
highway travel may be necessary Although these two survey methods can take measurements along 
defined lines, 1 1s more common to have a grid of distinct measurement stavions Surface disturbance 
resulting from these surveys 1s negligible, consisting almost exclusively of soul or vegetation compaction 
that persists no more than a few months 








Sommeas: Ore por Resour Manspemen: Pian bevrommenica limpet Siaiermen 


Sersmuc reflecnon surveys—are the most common of the poaphyscal methads and they provtuce the most 
detmled subsurface informavon Semmx surveys are conducted by sendong shack waves. generated by a 
small explowon or by mechamcally beatung the ground with a thumpeng or vibrating platform In the 
mechanical techmgue. four large trucks are usually used. cach equipped with pads show! 4 feet square The 
pads are lowered to the ground. and the vibrations are clectromcally tnggered from the recording ruck 
Once information 1s recorded. the trucks move forward a shor distance and the process s repeated Surface 
dusturbance inchudes flamenng of vegetavon and compaction of soxls 


The explosive methad—croqures that small charges be detonated on the surface of in a shallow cnill hole 
Holes for the charges are dnilled using truck mounted of poriable aur Grils In general thes methad uses 4 to 
12 holes per mile of lune, and a 5 to SO-pound explosive charge ts placed m each hole, covered, and 
detonated The shack wave created 1s recorded by geophones placed mm a line on the surface In rugged 
terran, a portable drill carned by helcopter can sometumes be used The vebucies used for a drillong 
program may include heavy truck-mounted dni! mgs. track mounted dnl] mgs. water trucks. a computer 
recordang truck. and a hght pckup 


Exsstang roads and trasis are used where possible, but off road travel 1s nocessary in some cases Several 

trips per day are made along a scismograph line, usually resulteng im a well-defined tw > track tral The 

surface charge method uses | to $-pound charges attached to wooden laths 3 to & feet above the ground 

Placing charges lower than 6 feet usually results in destruction of vegetation. whereas placeng the charges 
higher. or on the surface of deep snow, results im little visible surface disturbance 


It ts expected that three nouces of intent. involving sersmac reflectx and gravity/magnetac field surveys. 
would be filed under Alternatives A through D during the life of thes plan The total expected surface 
disturbance would be approumately | acre 


Drilling phase: 


After an application to dn!l is approved. the operator may begin construction mm accordance with lease 
stapulavons and conditions of approval of the dniling permit When a site requires construction of an access 
road. the shoriest feasible route 1s usually selected to reduce the haul distance and construction costs 
Environmental factors or a landowner 's wishes may dictate a longer route m some cases Drilling in the 
planning area 1s expected to be done using existing roads and construction of only short (approximately 

0 S-mule) roads to access drill site locatons 


Based on the history of ov! and gas exploration in the planning area. it 13 projected that two or three 
exploratory wildcat wells would be dniled on BLM administered land in the planning area during the life 


of this plan The estumated success rate would be no greater than |0 percent, based on the average wildcat 
success rate Drilling 1s expected to occur im areas of moderate or! and gas potential, the highest level of 
potential in the planning area There is an estimated 2 percent probability that a field will be discovered 
during the life of this plan. with a strong likelihood that the discovery would be natural gas because most of 
the cccurrences im the planning area are gas 


During the first phase of drilling. the operator would move construction equipment over existing main 
tained roads to the pout where the access road begins Less than 0 S$ mule of moderate duty access road 
with a gravel surface 18 or 20 feet wide is expected for construction With ditches, cuts, and fill, the total 
width of surface disturbance would average 40 feet The second part of the dniling phase is the construction 
of the dni! pad (platform) The likely duravon of well development. testing. and abandonment is 3} or 4 
months per site The total disturbance for each exploratory well and any new road 1s estimated to be less 
than $ acres 1). total surface disturbance caused by exploratory drilling over the life of thes plan is 
expected to be about |} acres. 


Field development and production: 





Exploratory dniling is not expected to lead to the development of a producing field in the planning area 
Nonetheless. the following scenano describes the operavions and effects associated with field development 





Appen & cs 


Any ool and gas depossts found on the planmeng arca will probably be too smal! to be economucally deve! 
oped The manumum size comsmdered economically feasible would be a fiekd comtasmang reserves of S040) 
billion cubic feet of gas with 2 productive life of 10 years. The total area of the fickd would be 80D acres. 
wath a hkely well spaceng of 160 acres The field would require four development wells m addmon to the 
duscovery well Each development well would require 0 25 mule of road Development wel! acoess roads 
would have a surface of crushed aggregate of grave! and would be approsumaicty 20 feet wide (total 
dusturted width of 40 feet) Gas produced would be cared by papelones that cowld be lnked to exssteng and 
proposed gas transmsson lines om the planneng area Average pupeline length 1s esumaied to be 40-$) 

m ‘es The width of the surface disturbance for pupelines wowld average 30 feet. Any od produced would be 
trucked to refimernes outsade of Oregon Established compames would service the wells 





The total surface disturbance would be § acres for well pads. § acres for roads, 13 acres for field develop- 
ment, and 725 acres for papelenes (145 acres/well suc) The total surface disturbance caused by exploration 
and develapment would be 76! acres 


Plugging and abandonment: 


Wells that are completed as dry holes are plugged according to a plan designed for the condion of each 
well Plugging imvolves placong cement plugs at strategx locations im the hole Drilling mud 1s used as a 
spacer between the plugs to prevent communication berween fluid bearing zones The dill casing 1s cut off 
at least 3 feet below grownd level and capped by welding a sice! plate on the caseng stub After plugging. al! 
equipment and debris would be removed and the site restored as near as reasonably possible to its onginal 
condmon | 1s projected that one exploratory well that may be drilled would be plugged and abandoned 


Reasonably Foreseeable Development of Geothermal 
Resources (Alternatives A-D) 


Future trends and assumptions: Because environmental protection and enhancement are mayor Concerns 
on the Pacific Northwest. sources of energy with a small environmental impact are becoming increasingly 
important The energy surplus in the regoon 1s expected to disappear by the end of the 20th century The 
abundant geothermal energy resources thought to e1:st in the Northwest are essentually undeveloped, 
especially im the planning area With recent interest in geothermal resources expressed by some governmen. 
tal entives. such as the Bonneville Power Administration. geothermal exploration and possibly develop 
ment will probably conunue in the planning area 


Geophysical/geochemical exploration: 


As with oi! and gas. geothermal/geophysical operations can take place on leased or unleased pw*® — 1. 
The operator must comply with all terms and condimons of permits, NEPA. regulations. and . «me: requare. 
ments, inchudeng reclamation. prescribed by the authonzed officer Monitonng for compliance with these 
requirements would be done dunng operations and upon thei complevon 


In addition to geaphysical methads discussed in the previous section on orl and gas. the following explora 
von techniques are often employed in geothermal prospecting 


Microseismic Small sersmometers burned at a shallow depth (hand dug holes) transmit signals from 
naturally occurring. extremely menor seismic activity (micro earthquakes) to an amplifier on the surface 
Stations are located away from roads to avosd the effects of traffic These units are often backpacked into 
areas mmaccessible to vehicles 


Resstivity Induced polanzatuion techniques are used to measure the resistance of subsurface racks to the 
passage of an elect current A vehx le mounted transmitter sends pulses of electri Current into the 
ground through two widely spaced electrodes (usually about 2 miles apart) The behavior of these electri al 
pulses as they travel through underlying rocks 1s recorded by smal! devices that receive the current at 
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Gifferem bocavons The electrodes are esther short rads (2-3 feet hong) Gnven mmo the ground or aburmenum 
foul shallowly burned over an arca of several square feet Two or twee small trucks wansport a crew of thee 
to five peaple to transmetteng and recerving sites 


Tellanc A srg of recervers record Ge variauons m the natural clectrx Currents m the carth No transms- 
ter 1s requires Small tucks are used to anspor the crew and equipment 


Rathometr Radioactive emussions (generally radon gas) assccuated with geothermal resources are 
measured using a hand held sconullometer. often a hot spmng lacavons Another methad involves placing 
plasuc Cups conmtanmeng small detector stryps sensitive to alpha radsatvion esther on the surface or on shallow 
hand-dug holes If holes are dug. they are covered. and the cups are lefi im place for } to 4 weeks Al the 
end of the sampling period. the cups are retrieved and all holes are backfilled These surveys can be 
conducted by walking to the sites or with the ard of laght vetacies 


Geochemucal surveys Geochemical surveys are ssually conducted at hot springs by taking water samples 
durectly from the spring Mercury associated with geothermal resources 15 often sampled using hand tools 
These surveys can be conducted by walking to the sutes or with the and of ght vetucies 


Temperature gradhent drill hole surveys Temperature gradient holes are used to determine the rate of 
change of temperature with respect to depth Temperature gradient holes usually vary in diameter from 
about 3.5 to 4.5 inches, and from a few hundred feet to 5,000 feet in depth. They are drilled using rotary or 
comng methods Approssmately 0 | to 0 25 acre/drill hole would be disturbed A typical drill sme cowld 
contann a drill ng (most likely truck mounted), water tank(s) fuel tank. supply trasler. and a small trasler for 
the workers Drilling mud and fluids would be comtamned mm carthern puts or stee! tanks Water for dr: i\iny 
would be hauled nm water trucks. or if sustable water sources are close could be puped directly to te oie 
Water consumpuon could range from about 2.000 to 6.000 gallons/day with as much as 20.000 gallons/day 
under extreme lost Carculavon condivons 


Other equipment that could be used includes large Mathed trucks to haul drill rad casing and other drilling 
supphes. im some cases special cementng and bulk cement -ucks and two smal! vehacles for transporting 
workers In most cases. existing roads would be used |i 1s likely that short spur trasis (usually less than S00 
yards) would be bladed for less than 10 percent of these holes All holes would be plugged and abandoned 
to protect both surfac and subsurface resources. inc hudeng aquifers. and reclamation of disturbed areas 
would be required. unless some benefit to the publi could bk asned (for example a waier well on Campong 
area) 


Depending upon the location and proposed depth of the drill hole detailed plans of operation that cover 
Gniling methods casing and cementing programs well control and plugging and abandonment could he 
required Based upon past geothermal exploravion in Oregon and a projected uncrease in power demand in 
the Northwest by the end of the century, # 1s expected tha: 6 notces of iment for surface geophysical 
surveys and § nouces of iment to dri) 30 temperature grachent holes would be filed under Ahernatives AD 
during the life of thus plan These nouces of iment would most lhely be filed om areas of high potential for 
geothermal resources Total surface disturbance resulting from geophysical surveys over the life of the plan 
1s expected to be about 0 5S acre and disturbance resultong from temperature gradient holes is expected to 
be about 5.5 acres. 


Dnilling and testing 


Drilling to detect. test, develop. produce or myect geothermal resources can be done only on land covered 
by a geothermal lease 


A typcal geothermal well dnolling aperason would require ) 4 acres fora well pad im budeng reserve pa 
and 0 S-msle of maderate duty access road with a surface | 8 to 20 feet wide (total disturbed width with 
duches. cuts. and fills. of 40 feet) Exsstung roads would be used whenever possible Total surface distur, 
bance for each well and any new road is expected to be less than 6 acres In some cases. more than one 
production well could be drilled from one pad Well spacing would be determened by the authorized officer 
after Comsdenng topography reservow charactenstcs the apumum sumber of wells for proposed use 
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protecvon of correlative nghts. potential for well emerference. rterference with the mubuple uses of the 
land. and protecvon of the surface and subsurface environment There would be close coordsnation wich the 
State of Oregon Th: expected duranon of well development. testeng. and shandonment (if dry) would be 6 
months hi os estumated tha caght exploratory wells would be dniled under Alternatives A-D during the hfe 
of the plan. resultung m a total surface Gesturbance of 34 acres. 


Plugging and abandonment: 


Before abandonment. the operation would be required to plug thy hole to prevent contammavon of aquifers 

and any effects to subsurface and surface resources Cement plugs would be placed at strategx locations mm 
the hole useng the same techniques as for exploratory os! and gas wells Any new roads not needed for other 
purposes would be rec lasmed 


Geothermal power plant development: 


hi 1s proyected that one power plant generating 25 megawatts of electricity (gross) may be constructed 
withen an area of high potentual for geothermal resources under Ahernaives A-D during the life of the plan 
and employing an estimated 80 people hi rs capected that the developed gecthermal power plant would he 
water dommated and thai the geothermal power conversion system would exther be sangle or double flash. 
or benary cycle Before geothermal development could occur, site-specific baseline studies and environ. 
mental analyses. with public involvement. would be done The scenano below descraes the level of 
drsturbance that would most likely accur from the development of a 25 megawatt power plant 


Five to seven production wells and one or two myecvon wells would be dniled Access would be providk J 
by exssteng roads and new, shor roads (0 S—| mule long) | 8 to 20 feet wide (up .o 40 feet total disturbed 
width) Surface disturbance from well pad and road construcvon would probably range from 2 to 6 acres 
per well The power plant. inchudeng separators. energy converters. turbenes. generators, condensers. 
cooling towers. and serichyard. would cover an esumated |(0 to 15 acres Pypelines and power lines would 
disturb an addmvonal } to 6 acres If a water cooling system is employed. one to three water wells. requiring 
approumately 0 25 acre per well would be drilled unless the cooling water was obtamned from the 
grothermal steam condensate Depending upon the location terrann geothermal reservow characternstic 
and type of generatong facility. the total surface disturbance would probably range from 25 to 75 acres. 
most lhely abowt SO acres After construction approammately one therd to one half of the disturbed area 
would he revegetated The remannong disturhed area wowld be rec lanmed before abandonment 


Direct use of geothermal energy: 


Low and maderate temperature ( 400 to SOD degrees F) geothermal resources may have direct appl cations. 
om budeng space heating and Cooling of resadences and businesses applic ations in agnculture and industry. 
and recreational and therapeutx bathing Depending on the type of use and magnitude of operation surface 
dusturbance Cowld range from a few acres for a well and greenhouse or foad processing facslity. to tens of 
acres for larger agricultural or aquacultural developments Although geothermal resources are found 
throughout the planning area the wmall somewhat isolated population makes any direct use of geothermal 
energy on publi land unlikely 


Locatable Mineral Resources 


Reasonably Foreseeable Development Scenarios 
(Alternatives A—D) 
The mayor Commadiues of umerest over the ment |S to 20 years ell probably be gold/silver bentonite 


reolne and dumomiune Ths assesement i hased on martet Condivoms (especially for precious metals) and 
the favorable geologx enviri. ment for meneral a currences Rec lamauon scence will Comtenue to advance 
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ue to expenence and research More detailed deagn will be reguered for the reclamavon of mened Land on 
the future Ths wll lkety omcrease reclamapon costs but showld also merease bong term reclamation 
success. 


The economacs of meneng w= the planmeng arca «ll be driver by the relavonstep between praduction ( onts 
and the martet proce of the commadsty Whereas praducton coats can be comrolled. of amucupaied through 
manageincnt and technology. the pnce of a commadsty ns defficwht to predict ower ume The overall profa 
atulty of an aperavon—and hence the level of actrvity af the prospecting capboraion and mining stages — 
for development of are bodies 1s closely related to the proce of the mmeral commadity 


Over the next 1 $ to 20 years. «1s expected that five menes may be developed m the planning area one 
open pet gold mene useng Chemical heap leacheng at icasi om part. one undergrownd gold mine and one 
mane each of hemtionne recline and disomic 


Background on the Development of a Locatable Minerals Mine 


Typacally, the develapment of a mine goes through five stages. with each stage ws = wogyc. vely more 
soptusucated (and more expensive) techmques over a successively smaller area =—s wtrfy. develop. and 
produce an economx muncral depos: The full sequence of developeng a mineral 5 aves recon. 
namssance prospecting eiploravon economx evaluation and develapment 


Reconnaissance: 


Reconnaissance 1s the first stage in exploring for a meneral depos This involves an mutial Inerature search 
for the area of umterest using avaiable references such as public avons reports. maps. and aenal photo 
graphs Because the study area is usually large + arying from hundreds to thousands of square miles this 
stage normally imvolves large scale mappeng. regoonal geachernacal and/or geaphyss al studies and remote 
sensing with aerial or sateline umagery These studies are generally undertaken with minimal surface 
disturbance. which usually consists of stream sediment sor! or rack sampling Minor off highway veh le 
use may he required 


Prospecting: 


If reconnassance idenufies anomalous geuchem« al or geophyss al readengs rare or urusual geology al 
features. evidence of minerahizavon. or a histoncal reference to meneral occurrence. a prospecting area of 
interest 1s denufied This area could range from a songle square mule to an enure mountann range of several 
hundred square miles 


Acuvity to locate a muneral prospect in hudes more detailed mapping sampling and geachemic al and 
geophysical study programs This i: the ume when property acqursivon efforts usually begon and must 
moneng claoms are located to secure gruund while tryyng to make a moneral discovery Surface disturteng 
act vives assaciated with prospecting include more intense sou! and rock Chip sampling. using mostly hand 
tools frequent off haghway ven le use and placement and mammtenance of mineng Clasm monuments Dhes 
activity «s usually considered casual use (43 CFR 3809 | 2) and does not require BLM nowficavon or 
approval 


Exploration: 


Upon lacanon of a sufficrently anomalous mineral occurrence or favorable occurrence indicator a minera: 
Prospect 1s established and subjected to more immense evaluavon Ghrough exploravon techniques Activites 
duryvag ciploramon un bude those used dunng prospoctong but at 8 more intense leve! and in a smal! area in 
addon road construction trencherg. and drilling take place in the later stages of cxploravon an ciplor 
story adv or shaft may be driven If the prospect already has undergrownd workings these may be sampled 
Aniied. or extended Eaploranon activities use mechanized earth moving equipment dnil ngs ex and 
may involve the use of explosives 
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dredges; exploratory drilling. which could include construction of new roads; use of explosives to sample 
rock outcroppings; and excavation of test pits. If the exploration project disturbs 5 acres or less, it is 
conducted under a notice (43 CFR 3809.1-3) which requires the operator to notify the BLM at least 15 days 
prior to beginning the activity. A copy of cach notice is sent to the Reclamation Branch of the Oregon 
DOGAMI for review. If 2 project disturbs more than 5 acres, it is conducted under « plan of operations (43 
CFR 3809.1-4) and requires NEPA compliance prior to approval. 


Econcaic evaluation: If an exploration project discovers a potentially economic deposit, activity would 
intensify to obtain detailed knowledge of the deposit (e.g. ore grade and deposit size), possible mining 
exploration tools in a more intense effort. Once enough information is obtained, a feasibility study would 
be made to decide whether to proceed with mine development and whal mining and ore processing meth- 
ods would be used. 


Mine development: Once the decision to develop a property has been madc, the mine permutting process 
begins. Upon approval, work begins on development of the mine infrastructure. This includes constructing 
the mill, offices, and laboratory; driving development workings if the property is to be an underground 
mine, of prestripping if it 1s to be an open-pit mune, building access or haul roads; and placing utility 
services. Evaluations of ore reserves may be refined at this time. 


Once enough facilities are in place, production begins. Satellite exploration efforts may be conducted 
simultaneously to expand the mine's reserve base and extend the project life. The property is reclaimed 
concurrently with the mining operation or upon its completion. Often uneconomic resources remain 
unmined and the proper.y dormant until changes in commodity prices or production technology makes 
these resources economically feasible to mine. 


solution processing, metal refining, and placement of support facilities, such as repair shops, laboratories, 
materials handling, exploration equipment for refining the ore reserve base, hazardous or dangerous 
reagents for processing requirements, and other equipment for general construction. 

The size of mines varies greatly, and not all mines require all of the previously mentioned facilities and 
equipment. The amount of land involved can range from only a few acres to several hundred, with most 


projects disturbing 5 acres or less and requiring a notice pursuant to 43 CFR 3809.1-3. Projects disturbing 
more than 5 acres require an approved plan of operations pursuant to 43 CFR 3809.1-4. 


Reasonably Foreseeable Development 


Gold/Silver 





Exploration: Based on mineral exploration activity over the past 10 years and known occurrences in the 
planning area of both hot springs and porphyry gold, a substantial amount of exploration for gold is 
expected to take place during the life of this plan. Depending on the market for gold, up to 50 exploration 
proyects for hot springs or porphyry gold and up to 10 exploration projects for placer gold are expected over 
the next 15 to 20 years in areas of moderate to high potential for gold/silver. A typical hot springs/porphyry 
exploration project would involve six drill holes and approximately 0.5-mile of new road 12 feet wide (total 
disturbed width of 20 feet) for each drill hole, resulting in 4.2 acres of disturbance/project, or 210 acres of 
total disturbance. A typical placer exploration project would use either an in-stream suction dredge, which 
would produce negligible surface disturbance, or a backhoe to dig up to five small trenches, assumed to be 
8 feet wide by 10 feet long by 15 feet deep. Surface disturbance would be about 0.01 -acre/project, or 0.05- 
acre of total disturbance. 


Economic evaluation/mine development: Exploration activity is expected to result in the discovery of seven 
economically mineable gold deposits: 5 small placers, employing about 10 people; | open-pit deposit, 
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employing about 170 people; and | underground deposit, employing about SO people. All deposits would 
be located in areas of high potential for gold/silver. The placer deposits would be small, less than 100,000 
yards of ore cach, and would necessitate use of rommels, sluice boxes, or other small placering equipment, 
resulting in about 4 acres of dssturbance/operation. Total surface disturbance would be 20 acres. 


The open-pst mine is expected to contain between 10 and 90 mullion tons of ore, with a probable size of 15 
mulhon tons, averaging 0.06 troy ounces of gold per ton. Detailed exploration and feasibility studies would 
involve the construction of about 30 mules of road 12 feet wide (total disturbed width of 20 feet with 
ditches, cuts, and fills), and 300 drill sites, for a total disturbance of 75 acres. Development of the deposit 
would involve creation of an open pit, 2,100 feet in diameter and 800 feet deep, a mill complex; a cyanide 
heap leach pad; a tailings disposal facility, a waste disposal facility, approximately 5 miles of internal 
gravelied haul road 90 feet wide with a total disturbance of 100 feet, and 15 miles of all-weather access 
road 20 feet wide (total disturbed width of 36 feet). Surface disturbance would cover 85 acres for the pit, 40 
acres for the mill complex, 65 acres for the heap leach pad, 140 acres for the tailings disposal facilities, 260 
acres for the waste disposal facilities, 60 acres for internal haul roads, and 65 acres for access roads. Total 
surface disturbance caused by this project would be 715 acres. 


The underground mine 1s expected to contasn between 100,000 and 3 million tons of ore, with a probable 
size of 400,000 tons, averaging 0.5 toy ounces of gold per ton. Detailed exploration and feasibility studies 
would involve the construction of approximately |-muile of road 12 feet wide (total disturbed width of 20 
feet), 100 drill sites, and an ada (8 feet high by 12 feet wide by 300 feet long), for a total disturbance of 7 
acres. Development of the deposit would involve underground workings | 000 feet long by 50 feet wide by 
250 feet deep; a mill complex; tailings disposal facility, waste disposal facility; |-mile of haul road 30 feet 
wide (total disturbed width of 48 feet); and 20 miles of access road 20 feet wide (total disturbed width of 36 
feet). Disturbance would cover 5 acres for the surface mine workings, 10 acres for the mill complex, 20 
acres for tailings disposal facilities, 25 acres for waste disposal facilities, 3 acres for haul roads, and 85 
acres of access road. Total disturbance caused by this project would be 148 acres. 


Exploration: Based on mineral exploration activity over the past 10 years and known occurrences in the 
planning area, a moderate amount of exploration for industnal minerals—mainly bentonite, zeolite, and 
diatomite—is expected during the life of this plan. Depending on market conditions, up to nine projects are 
expected: four for bentonite, two for zeolite, and three for diatomite. Exploration for these commodities 1s 
essentially the same, consisting of auger holes or trenching and road construction. An average project 
would involve up to 10 auger holes; 5 wenches 20-25 feet wide, 60-125 feet long, and 15-25 feet deep; 
and 1,000 feet of road 12 feet wide (total disturbed width of 20 feet), for a disturbance of 0.8 to | -acre/ 
project. Total disturbance would be about 9 acres. 


Economic evaluation/mine development: Exploration activity 1s expected to result in the discovery of three 
economically mineable deposits, one each of bentoniic, employing about 16 people, zeolite, employing 
about 3 people, and diatomite, employing about 52 people. The following scenanos are based on mine 
models developed by the U.S. Bureau of Mines in its “Mineral Resource Assessment for the BLM Malheur- 
Jordan Resource Areas, Oregon™ (Open File Report 1994). 


The bentonite deposit is expected to contain between 80,000 and 250,000 tons of ore, most probably about 
150,000 tons, with an assumed moisture content of 31 percent. Development of the deposit would involve 
an open pit approximately S00 feet long by 300 feet wide by 45 feet deep, with a bentonite bed 20 feet 
thick; a mill complex, assumed to be 25 miles off-site on public land; a drying stockpile near the pit; 3,000 
feet of haul road 20 feet wide (total disturbed width of 36 feei); and 10 miles of access road 20 feet wide 
(total disturbed width of 36 feet). Surface disturbance would be 3.5 acres for the pit, 2 acres for the stock- 
pile, 2.5 acres for the haul road, 44 acres for the access road, and 10 acres for the mill. The total disturbance 
would be about 62 acres. 


The zeolite deposit is expected to contain between 50,000 and 120,000 tons of ore, most probably about 
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85,000 tons, with an assumed moisture content of 25 percent. Development of fe deposit would involve 
an open pit approximately 1,000 feet long by 130 feet wide by 30 feet deep, with a zeolite bed 20 feet thick; 
a mill complex, assumed to be on public land 15 miles off-site and adjacent to a paved road; a stockpile 
near the pit; 100 feet of haul road 20 feet wide (total disturbed width of 36 feet); and 10 miles of access 
road 20 feet wide (total disturbed width of 36 feet). Surface disturbance resulting from this mine would be 
3 acres for the pit, |-acre for the stockpile, 0.!-acre for the haul road, 44 acres for the access road, and 5 
acres for the mill. Total disturbance would be 53.1 acres. 





The diatomste deposit is expected to contain between 600,000 and 2 million tons of ore, most probably 
about | millon tons, with an assumed morsture content of SS percent. Development of the deposit would 
involve an open pit approximately 1,850 feet long by 730 feet wide by 75 feet deep, with a diatomite bed 
44 feet thick; a mill complex, assumed to be on public land 20 miles off-site and adjacent to a paved road; a 
stockpile near the pit; 3,500 feet of haul road 32 feet wide (total disturbed width of 48 feet); and 10 miles of 
access road 20 feet wide (total disturbed width of 36 feet). Surface disturbance resulting from this mine 
would be 30 acres for the pit, 5 acres for the stockpile, 4 acres for the haul road, 44 acres for the access 
road, and 25 acres for the mill. Total disturbance would be 108 acres. 


Saleable Mineral Resources 





Reasonably Foreseeable Development Scenarios 
(Alternatives A—D). 


The major use of saleable minerals (primarily sand and gravel and crushed/broken rock) would continue to 
be for road construction and maintenance by the Oregon Department of Transportation and Malheur/ 
Harney County road districts. Most of this activity would be routine seasonal maintenance on county roads, 
although several major projects to upgrade/realign State or Federal highways are expected, which would 
result in a moderate increase in demand for the materials. Because the population of the area is expected to 
increase by about 14,000 over the life of this plan, it is likely that public demand for saleable minerals will 


Existing sources of material, including quarries, pits, and surface collecting areas, would handle some of 
the increased demand. Many of the sites, however, have a small reserve base and could be depleted in a few 
years. Consequently, up to 30 new sources of material—10 sand and gravel pits, 15 rock quarries, and 5 
collecting areas for decorative stone—may need to be developed during the next 15 to 20 years: 


Background on the Development of Saleable Mineral Deposits 


Development of a saleable mineral deposit goes through a sequence similar to that for locatable minerals 
and includes reconnaissance, prospecting, exploration (sampling and testing), and devclopment. Unlike the 
process for locatable minerals, however, written approval (i.¢., a permit) must be obtained from the BLM 
and the material must be purchased by the operator (in the case of a private citizen or commercial operator) 
before the deposit can be developed, as required by the 1947 Materials Act, as amended (30 U.S.C. 601 ef 
seq.). The act also grants the Federal government discretionary authority to deny permission to develop a 
deposit if the damage to public land or resources would outweigh the economic benefits of development. 


Reconnaissance and prospecting for saleable minerals involves a literature search, field examination, 
geologic mapping (if necessary), and surface sampling. Surface disturbance is usually negligible. Explora- 
tion 1s usually confined to a small area and generally involves drilling or core drilling to determine whether 
the maternal meets construction standards. Because exploration is normally limited to areas with good 
access to major roads, little or no road construction is involved. A typical operation usually involves a 
number of small trenches or core holies and would disturb less than 0.01 -acre/site. Mine development 
normally involves a pit or quarry, space for processing (crusher, stockpile, and occasionally an asphalt 
plant), and a staging area for trucks (loading and a turnaround area). Disturbance normally covers about 2 
to 3 acres/project. 


Appendices - 387 











Southeas! Oregon Resource Managemen Plan / Environmental impact Siaiemeni 


Reasonably Foreseeable Development 
Exploration 


During the next 15 to 20 years, up to 60 exploration projects are expected within the planning areca im arcas 
of known or suspected occurrences of mineral materials. Approximately 20 projects may be conducted for 
sand and gravel, 30 for rock aggregate (crushable or naturally broken material), and 5 for decorative rock. 


A typscal sand and gravel operation would involve up to five wenches, perhaps 8 by 10 feet and up to 20 
feet deep, disturbing about 100 square feet per trench, or about 0.01 -acre/project; total disturbance would 
be approximately 0.25-acre. A typical rock aggregate exploration project would involve up to eight core 
holes, disturbing about 0.01 -acre/hole, or 0.1 -acre/project; total disturbance would be about 3 acres. A 
typical decorative rock exploration proyect would use no mechanized equipment and would be limited to 
, , Lelie Mention On a saat alin aad wertiteandinee 


Development 


Sand and gravel: During the life of the plan, it is expected that 10 new sand and gravel deposits with good 
quality material will be developed in easily accessible areas (i.¢., within a few miles of major roads). Site- 
specific assessments required by NEPA, and inventones of cultural resources and threatened and endan- 
gered species, would be conducted pnor to development. Existing pits would continue to be used as much 
as possible, with up to 20 percent (perhaps eight pits) closed due to depletion. A typical development of a 
sand and gravel deposit would contain a pit, stockpile area, processing area (crusher, washer, screener, 
conveyor, and perhaps asphalt plant), truck loading and turnaround area, and about 0.5-mile of new road 20 
feet wide (36 feet total disturbed width). Disturbance for each project would be 2 acres for the pit, process- 
ing, and gravel and waste stockpile and 2 acres for the access road, or approximately 4 acres/project. Total 
disturbance would be 40 acres. 


Rock aggregate: During the life of this plan, it is expected that 15 new deposits of good quality material 
will be developed in easily accessible areas (i.c., within a few miles of major roads). When the State 
Highway Department needs additional sources of material for major projects, Highway Material Rights-of- 
Way will be granted under Title 23 of the Federal Highway Act for an estimated eight deposits adjacent to 
mayor highways. 


nes of cultural resources and threatened and endangered species pnor to development. Existing pits would 
continue to be used as much as possible. Up to 25 percent (seven pits) will probably be closed due to 
depletion and then reclaimed. 


A typical rock aggregate quarry would be essentially the same as a sand and gravel operation and would 
contain a pit, stockpile area, truck turnaround and loading area, processing area (crusher, screener, washer, 
conveyor, asphalt plant, etc.), and about 2,500 feet of new access road 20 feet wide (36 feet total disturbed 
width). Disturbance would cover 2 acres for the quarry operations and 2 acres for the access road, or 4 
acres per project. Total disturbance would be 60 acres. 


Decorative stone: A population increase of about 14,000 over the next 15 to 20 years will result in a 
moderate increase in demand for decorative material. lt is expected that five new collecting sites would be 
designated to meet the increase in demand. These sites would be scattered throughout the planning area and 
would generally be reached by existing roads. Site-specific NEPA assessments and inventones for cultural 


resources and threatened and endangered species would be required pnor to designation. 


Extraction of the material would be by surface methods only—i.c., loading onto pickup or flatbed trucks or 
pallets, by hand or by rubber-tired front-end loaders. Surface disturbance resulting from these operations 


would be negligible. 
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Introduction 


These Standards for Rangeland Health and Guidelines for Livestock Grazing Management for Public Lands 
in Oregon and Washington were developed in consultation with resource advisory councils and provincial 
advisory committees, tnbes, and others. These standards and guidelines meet the requirements and intent of 
43 Code of Federal Regulations, Subpart 4180 (Rangeland Health) and are to be used as presented, in their 
enurety. These standards and guidelines are intended to provide a clear statement of agency policy and 
direction for those who use public land for livestock grazing, and for those who are responsible for their 
management and accountable for their condition. Nothing in this document should be interpreted as an 
abrogation of Federal trust responsibilities in protection of treaty rights of Indian tribes or any other 
Endangered Species Act. 


Fundamentals of Rangeland Health 


The objectives of the rangeland health regulations referred to above are: “to promote healthy sustainable 
rangeland ecosystems, to accelerate restoration and improvement of public rangelands to properly function- 
ing conditions . . . and to provide for the sustainability of the western livestock industry and communities 
that are dependent upon productive, healthy public rangelands ” 


To help meet these objectives, the regulations on rangeland health identify fundamental principles provid- 
ing direction to the states, distncts, and on-the-ground public land managers and users in the management 
and use of rangeland ecosystems. 


A hierarchy, or order, of ecological function and process exists within each ecosystem. The rangeland 
ecosystem consists of four primary, interactive components: a physical component, a biological component, 
a social component, and an economic component. This perspective implies that the physical function of an 
ecosystem supports the biological health, diversity and productivity of that system. In turn, the interaction 
of the physical and biological components of the ecosystem provides the basic needs of society and 


supports economic use and potential. 
The fundamentals of rangeland health stated in 43 CFR 4180 are: 
1) Watersheds are in, or are making sig” orogress toward, properly functioning physical condition, 
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infiltrapon, sou mossture storage and the reicase of water that are in balance with climate and landform and 
Tsentan of improve water quality, water quantty and the mung and duravon of flow 


2) Ecologscal processes, imchuding the hydrologic cycle, nutnent cycle and energy flow. are mamntasned. or 
there 15 sagnificant progress toward thew attasnment. in order to suppor healthy beowc populavons and 
communives, 


3) Water quality compbes with State water qualsty standards and actueves. or 15 making significant progress 
toward achieving. established BLM objectives such as meeting wildlife needs. 


4) Habstats are, or are making sagnificant progress toward being. restored or masntasned for Federal 


threatened and endangered species. Federal proposed. Category | and 2 Federal candidate and other Special 
Status species. 

The fundamentals of rang:lend health combine the basic precepts of physical funcvos and ological health 
with elements of law relating to water quality, and plant and animal populavons and communities They 
provide direction in the development and implementation of the standards for rangeland health 


Standards for Rangeland Health 


The standards for rangeland health (standards). based on the above fundamentals. are expressions of the 
physical and biological condition or degree of funcuon necessary to sustain healthy rangeland ecosystems. 
Although the focus of these standards 1s on domestic livestock grazing on BLM -admunistered land. on-the- 
ground decisions must consider the etrects and impacts of all uses. 


Standards that address the physical components of rangeland ecosystems focus on the roles and imteracuons 
of geology and landform, so:l, climate, and water as they govern watershed function and soil stability The 
biological components addressed in the standards focus on the roles and interacvons of plants. animals, and 
mucrobes (producers, consumers, and decomposers). and thei habitats in the ecosystem The biological 
component of rangeland ecosystems is supported by physical function of the system. and it 18 recognized 
that biological activity also influences and supports many of the ecosystem's physical functions. 


Guidance contained in 43 CFR 4180 of the regulations directs management toward the maintenance or 
restoration of the physical funcuon and biological health of rangeland ecosystems Focusing on the basic 
ecological health and funcuion of rangelands 1s expected to provide for the mamtenance, enhancement. or 
creation of future social and economic options. 


The standards are based on the ecological potential and capability of each site In assessing a site's condi- 
von or degree of function, it must be understood thai the evaluation compares each site to its own potential 
or capability Potential and capability are defined as follows 


Potential— The highest level of condition or degree of funcuion a site can attain given no political, social or 
economic constraints. 


Capebility— The highest level of condition or degree of function a site can attain given certain political. 
social of econom« constraints For example, these constraints might include mpanan areas permanently 
occupied by a highway or railroad bed that prevent the stream’s full access to its orginal floodplain If such 
constraints are removed, the site may be able to move toward its potential: 


In designing and implemenung management strategies to meet the standards of rangeland health. the 
potenual of the site must be identified, and any constraints recognized. in order that plan goals and objec - 
uves are realistic and physically and economically achievable 


Standards and Guidelines in Relation to the Planning Process 
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The standards apply to the goals of land use plans. acuvity plans. and proyect plans (Alloument Manage- 
ment Plans (AMPs)). annual operating plans. habvtat management plans. cx ) They establish the physical 
and ological comdstoms or Gegrec of funcvon toward wtech management of publicly -owned rangeland 
to be durected In the development of a plan. darecuon provided by the standards and the social and eco 
noma needs expressed by bocal communes and individuals are brought together in formulating the 
goals) of that plan 


When the standards and the social and econamsx goals of the planning parucipants are woven together in 
the plan goals). the quant:fiable. ume-specific obyectve(s) of the plan are then developed Otyectives 
describe and quantify the desired future condstions to be achieved within a specified umeframe Each plan 


Standards apply to all ecological sites and landforms on public rangelands throughow Oregon and Wash- 
igion The standards require site-specifx information for full on-the-ground usatelity For each standard 2 
set of indicators 1s sdemufied for use im taslorng the standards to site-specific sstuavons These indicators 
are used for rangeland ecosystem assessments and monstonng and for developing terms and conditions for 
permuts and leases that actueve the plan goal 


Guadelines for livestack grazing management offer guidance in actueving the plan goal and obyectives The 
gusdelines outline practices. methods. techniques and consideravons used to ensure that progress 15 
achseved in a way. and at a rate. that meets the plan goal and obyectives. 


Indicators of Rangeland Health 


The condinon or degree of funcuon of a site. in relation to the standards and its tend toward or sway from 
any standard. 1s determined through the use of reliable and scientifically sound indicators The consistent 
apphcavon of such indscators can provide an obyective view of the condition and trend of a site when used 
by trained observers. 





For example, the amount and distribyvon of ground cover can be used to indicate that infiltravon at the sor! 
surface can take place as described in the standard relating to upland watershed funcvon In applying thus 
indicator, the specific levels of plamt cover necessary to support infiltrauon im a particular sor! should be 
identified using currently available information from reference areas. if they exist. from techmcal sources 
like soul survey reports, ecological site inventones. and ecological site descripucons. or from other existing 
reference matenals Reference areas are land that best represent the potential of a specific ecological site in 
both physical funcuon and trological health In many instances potential reference areas are identified in 
ecological site descripuons and are referred to as “type locations ~ In the absence of sustable reference 
areas. the selection of indicators to be used im measuring or yudging condition or funcvon should be made 


by an interdisciplinary team of expenenced professionals and other trained individuals 


Not all indicators idenufied for each standard are expected to be employed in every stuavon Critena for 
selecting appropnate indicators and methods of measurement and observation include. but are not limited 
to (1) the relavonship between the attribute(s) berg measured or observed and the desired outcome. (2) the 
relavonshup between the activity (¢ g . livestock grazing) and the attribute(s) being measured of observed. 
and (3) funds and workforce available to conduct the measurements of observations: 


Assessments and Monitoring 


The standards are the basis for assessing and monitorng rangeland condivon and wend Carrying out well. 


designed assessment and monitornng 1s critcal to restonng or maintaining healthy rangelands and determin 
ing trends and Conditions 
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Assessments are a cursory form of evaluation based on the standards that can be used at different landscape 
scales Assessments. conducted by qualified imerdiscaplunary teams (whech may onchude bul are not lumried 
to physical, brologucal and social specialists. and micragency personne!) with parucspauon from permutiees 
and other interested parucs. are appropriate af the waiershed and subwatershed levels. af the allotment and 
pasture levels and on individual ecological sites or groups of sites Assessments sdenufy the condivon or 
degree of funcvon wrthun the rangeland ecosysiem and indicate resource problems and issues that should be 
monstored or studsed in more detas! The results of assessments are a valuable tool for managers in assagn- 
ing pnonues withun an admunestrauve areca and the subsequent allocation of personne!, money, and ume im 
resource monstonng and treatment. The results of assessments may also be used in making management 
decamons where an obvious problem exits 


Monstonng. whch 1s the well-documented and orderly collecvon. analysis, and interpretation of resource 
data, serves as the basis for determining trends im the conditvon or degree of funcuon of rangeland resources 
and for making management decisions Monsomng should be designed and carned out to identify trends in 
resource conditons, to pont out resource problems. to help indacate the cause of such problems, to pout 
out soluvons, and/or to contnbute w. idapuve management decisvons In cases where monstonng data do 
not exist. professional yadgment. supported by interdisc plinary team recommendation. may be relied upon 
by the authorized officer in order to take necessary acvon Renew and evaluation of new information musi 
be an ongoing activity. 


To be effective, monstomng must be consistent over ume. throughout administrative areas. and in the 
methods of measurement and observation of selected indicators Those doing the mon:tomng must have the 
knowledge and skill required by the level or intensity of the monstoring being done, as well as the expen- 
ence to property interpret the results. Technical support for traming must be made available. 


Measurability 


It 1s recognized that not every area will im.nediately meet the standards and that | will sometumes be a 
long-term process to restore some rangelands to property functioning condition Ii 1s intended that in cases 
where standards are not being met. measurable progress should be inade toward achieving those standards. 
and significant progress should br made toward fulfilling the fundamentals of rangeland health Measur- 
ability 1s defined on a case-spex'!, basis based upon the stated planning objectives (1. ¢ . quantifiable, ume- 
specific ), taking into account ecomo-nac and social goals along with the biological and ecological capability 
of the area. To the extent that a rate of recovery conforms with the planning objectives, the area is allowed 
the ure to meet the standard under the selected management regime 


Implementation 


The maternal contained in this document will be incorporated into ¢xisting land use plans and used in the 
development of new land use plans. According to 43 CFR 41 30 3-1, permits and leases shall incorporate 
terms and condivons that ensure conformance with 43 CFR 4/80 Terms and conditions of existing permits 
and leases will be modified to reflect standards and guidelines at the earliest possible date. with pnonty for 
modification berng at the discretion of the suthonzed officer Terms and conditions of new permits and 
leases will reflect standards and guidelines in the development 


Indicators idenufied in thus document will serve as a focus of interpretation of existing monstonng data and 
will provide the basis of design for monstorng and assessment techniques. and in the development of 
monitonng and assessment plans 


The authonzed officer shall take appropnate action as soon as practicable but not later than the start of the 
hext grazing year upon determining. through assessment or monitonng by expenenced professionals and 
imterdisciplinary teams. that a standard is not being achieved and that livestock are a significant contribut- 
ing factor to the faslure to achweve the standards and conform with the guidelines 











Standards for Rangeland Health 
Standard 1: Watershed Function — Uplands 


Upland souls exhsbet unfiltrapon and permeability rates. morsture storage and stability thal are appropnaie to 
soul, clumate. and landform 


Ths standard focuses on the basic physical funcvons of upland souls that support plant growth. the mamnic- 
nance of development of plant populavons and communities. and promote dependable flows of quality 
water from the watershed 


To actueve and sustain rangeland health. watersheds must funcvon property Watersheds consist of three 
pnaciple components the uplands. npanan/wetland areas. and the aquatic zone This standard addresses 
the upland component of the watershed When funcvoning property, within its potennal. a watershed 
Captures, stores, and safely releases the morsture associated with normal precipitation events (equal to or 
less than the 25-year, $-hour event) that falls within its boundanes Uplands make up the largest part of the 
watershed and are where most of the morsture received dunng preciprtavon events 1s captured and stored. 


Whule all watersheds consist of semilar components and processes. each 1s umque in its individual makeup 
Each watershed displays its own patiern of landform and soul. its unique climate and weather patterns, and 
its own history of use and current condition In directing management toward achseving this standard. 1 1s 
essential to treat cach unit of the landscape (soil, ecological site, and watershed) according to its own 
capability and how it fits with both smaller and larger units of the landscape. 


A set of potental indicators has been identified for which site-specific cmtena will be used to determine if 
this standard 1s being met The appropnate indicators to be used in determining attainment of the standard 
should be drawn from the following list 


Potential indicators: 





Protection of the sor! surface from raindrop impact. detention of overland flow, maintenance of infiltranon 
and permeability. and protecvon of the soul surface from erosion. consistent with the potential/capability of 
the site, as evidenced by the 

* amount and distnbuvon of plant cover (including forest canopy cover). 

* amount and distmbuvon of plant liter, 

* accumulatvion/incorporation of organic matter. 

* amount and distnbuvon of bare ground. 

* amount and distribution of rock. stone, and gravel, 

* plant composition and community structure, 

* thickness and continuity of the “A” horizon. 

* character of macrorelief, 

+ presence and integnty of biotic crusts. 

* root occupancy of the soil profile. 
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* beological actrvity (plan. anumal. and msect). and 
* absence of accelerated cromon and overiand flow 


Sou! and plant condsbons promote mouture slorage as evidenced by 
+ amount and drstnbuvon of plant cover (including forest canopy cover). 
+ amount and distnbubon of plant liner 

* plant compossvon and community structure. and 

* accumulabon/incorpuration of organic matter 


Standard 2: Watershed Function — Riparian/Wetland Areas 


Rupanan/wetiand areas are in properly funcvoning physical condivon appropriate to soul. clumate. and 
landform 


Rationale and intent: 


Rupanan/wetiand areas are grouped into two mayor Categones (|) len “ic, or standing water systems such as 
lakes, ponds, seeps, bogs, and meadows, and (2) louc, or moving water systems such as rivers. streams. and 
springs W tlands are areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at a frequency and 
duravon to support, and which under normal circumstances do support. a prevalence of vegetation typically 
adapted to life in saturated soil condivons Rupanan areas commonly occupy the transivon zone between 
the uplands and surface water bodies (the aquatic zone) or permanently saturated wetlands 


Property funcvonmg condivon of mpanan and wetland areas describes the degree of physical function of 
these components of the watershed Thew functionality 1s important to water quality in the capture and 
retenvion of sediment and debris, the detenvon and detoxificaton of pollutants, and in moderating seasonal 
extremes of water temperature Property funcvoning mpanan areas and wetlands enhance the timing and 
duravon of streamflow through dissipation of flood energy. improved bank storage. and ground water 
recharge Property funcvoning condivon should not be confused wich the desired plant community or the 
desired future condition since, in most cases. it 1s the precursor to these levels of resource condition and 1s 
required for thew attainment 


A set of indicators has been idenufied for which site-specific cntena will be used to determine if this 
standard is being met The critena are based upon the potential (or upon the capability where potential 
cannot be achueved) of individual sites or landforms. 


Hydrologic, vegetation, and erosonal/depositional processes interact in supporting physical function, 
consistent with the potential or capability of the site, as evidenced by 


* frequency of floodplain/wetland inundation. 
* plan composition, age class distribyvon. and community structure. 


* point bars revegetating. 








* upland watershed condivons. 
* frequency/duration of soul saturavon. and 
* water table Muctuation. 


Stream channel charactensucs are appropriate for landscape possvon as evidenced by 


Standard 3: Ecological Processes 


Healthy, productive, and diverse plant and animal populations and communitics appropnate to sol, climate. 
and landform are supponed by ecological processes of nutnent cycling. eneigy flow. and the hydrologic 
cycle. 


This standard addresses the ecological processes of energy flow and nutrnent cycling as influenced by 
existing and desired plant and animal communities without establishing the kinds. amounts or proporbons 
of plant and animal community compositicas While emphasis may be on native species. an ecological site 
may be capable of supporung a number of different native and introduced plant and animal populavons and 
communities while meeting thus standard This standard also addresses the hydrologx cycle which is 
essential for plant growth and appropnate levels of energy flow and nutnent cycling Standards | and 2 
address the watershed aspects of the hydrology cycle 


With few excepuons. all life on earth is supported by the energy supphed by the sun and captured by plants 
on the process of photosynthesis This energy enters the food chain when plants are consumed by imsects 
and hertivores and passes upward through the food chain to the carnivores Eventually. the energy reaches 
the decomposers and 1s released as the thermal output of decomposition or through o1dabon 
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The abulty of plants to capture sumhght energy to grow and devehop to play a role on soul Gewehoapmen and 
waterthed funcuon to provide habwtst for eildife amd to suppan ecomama wees depends on the svarlatel 
ity of nutnents and mowture Nutments necessary for plam growth are made svaslabic to plans Grough the 
éecamaposipon and metabohravoe of organx mater by msects hactens and fung. the eeathenng of racks 
and extracuos from the atmosphere Nutnent are vansported Grough the soul by plam uptake leacteng and 
by rodent. imsect. and mucrotual acuity They follow cychcal patierns as they ave used and reused by brving 
orparems 


The abulsty of rangelands to supply resowrces and sausfy sacual and economx needs depends on the busidup 
and cycling of sutnents over ume imterrupung or showing mutes Cycling can lead to ste degradauon as 
this land becomes increasingly deficsemt in the nutnents plants require 


Some plant communmes. because of past use frequent fire or other hestanes of extreme of Continued 
dusturbance. are incapable of meetung thus standard For example shallow rocted eimer annual grasses that 
completely dominate some sites do nat fully occupy the potential rooting depth of some souls thereby 
reducing nutrient cyching well below apumum levels In addmon. these plants have a relatively short 
growth penod and thus capture less sunlight than more diverse plant communes Plant communities like 
those cited in Gus example are consadered to have crossed the threshold of recovery and often require great 


expense to be recovered The cost of recovery must be weighed agamnst the site's potential ecological 
economa value in establishing weatment poonues 


The role of fire m natural ecosystems should be considered. whether or not # acts as a primary dnver or 
only as one of many factors lt may play a significant role in both nutment cycling and energy flows 


A set of indicators has been sdenufied for which sme specifx cruena will be used to determine if thes 
standard 1s being met 


Photosynthesis 1s effecuvely occurnng Groughout the potential growing season. consisient with the 
potennal/capability of the ste as evidenced by plant Composition and community structure 


Nutrnent cychng is occurnng effectrvely. consistent with the potenual/capabulity of the site. as evidenced 
by 


+ plant composivon and Community structure 

+ accumulation, distnbuvon. incorparavon of plant liner and organx matter into the soul. 

* ansmal community structure and composition. 

+ root occupancy in the soul profile. and 

+ brological activity including plant growth herbivory and radent. insect and microbual activity 


Standard 4: Water Quality 


Surface water and ground water quality influenced by agency acvons complies with Siate water quality 
standards 





Apprnas 0) 





The quality of Gee waer yreided by a watershed 0 determ ned by Ge piryecal and chemmecal properues of 
the geology and souls umague to the watervhed Dy peeve ling Clomate and weather patierms curren! resource 
comdmoms. the uses io wtech the land pet amc Ge Quality of Ghee managemen of Ghose uses Standards | 
2 and } commrybuie to stlasmeng Gus mandard 


Sumes are legally required to establish emer quality standards and Federal land management agence: are 
comply eth those standards in mised ownerstup watersheds agence: like ary other landownen have 
homed influence on the quality of the wmer yickded by the wmerthed The xtuons taken by the agency wl! 
comunibuie to meeung Sume water quality standards during the permad that waier crosses agency adem 
tered holkdengs 


Potential indicators: 
Wer quality meeu applx able watrr quality standards as evidenced by 


+ water lemperscure: 


* papelavons of aquatx organisms and 


* effects on beneficial uses (1 ¢ . effects of management acu vives on beneficial uses as defined under the 
Clean Water Act and Sune umplemenung regulations) 


Standard 5: Native, Threatened and Endangered, and Locally 
Important Species 


Habuacs suppor healthy productive and diverse populavons and Communes of native plants and anemals 
(onchudeng Special Status apecies and species of lacal umportance) appropriate to sor clemate and land 
form 


Federal agencies are mandated to protect Gveatened and endangered species and ell lake appropriate 
action to avord the listing of amy epecees Thee standard focuses on retanwng and restanng native plant and 
anemal (im budeng fish) apres popwlatoms and communities (on hedeng Uweatened endangered and other 
Special Status enecies and species of lacal umporance) In mecung the sandard native plant Communes 
and animal habuiats would he spanally distributed a ross the lands ape eth o density and frequen y of 
apecies suitable to ensure reproductive (apabrlity and sustanatelity Plant populavons and Communities 
would exhebu s range of age Classes necessary to sustann recruitment and mortality Muctuatons 


Potential indicsters | ssemual haba clement for epee: populations and Communities are presen! and 
evesiable Consistent evth the potential) apate lity of the lands ape as evidenced by 


* plant Communrty Composmon age (lass destrbstvon productivity” 
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* amemal Community Composmon productivity. 


* hbeest clemeets: 


Guidelines for Livestock Grazing Management 


Gradelines for livemact grazng management offer guidance im acheeving plan goals mecung standards for 
rangeland health and fulfillong the fundamentals of rangeland health Gandelines are applied in accordance 
with the capabslites of the resource im Comsuhtabon Cooperation and coordmanon with permitices/lessees 
and the omerested publ Cundelines enable managers to adyus! granng management on publx land to meet 
Current and amucypated (lematx and brologx al Conditions 


General Guidelines 


|) Involve diverse omerests on rangeland assessment planning and monnonng 


2) Assessment and monnornng are esecnual to the management of rangelands especially in areas where 
resource problems ¢1ist or issues arse Monnornng should proceed using 2 qualitative method of assess 
ment to semufy crucal sie epecifx problems of issues useng imerdrcplinary teams of oper ialists 
manager and tnowledgeatie land users 


Once sdenufied. cnncal. sme epecifx problems or issues should be targeted for more imtensive quantitative 


monionnag on investigation Pranty for momnorng and weatment should be giver to those areas thal art 
ecologxcally at nsh where benefits can be masimized given existing budgets and other resources: 


Livestock Grazing Management 


1) The season urng frequency duration and mmensity of livestock grazing use showld he hased on the 
physical and thological Characternstics of the site and the management une on order to 





8) provide adequate cover (live plants plant lmer and residue) to promote infiltration Conserve 
ton! morsture and to marntaer son! statelity co upland areas 


b) provide adequate cover and plant community structure to promote streambank stabelity debris 
and wedimem capture and fondwsier energy disempation im rpenan areas 


©) promote sor! surface condmons that suppor infiltrapon 
4) evond subsurface sox! compactor that retards the movement of water in the son! profile 
¢) help prevent the morease and apread of mowious weeds 


{) manta of restore drverve plant populanons and Communes that fully occupy the potent al 
racing volume of the son! 


£) Marnie oF restore plant Communes lo promote photosynthesn Gwrougnout the potential 
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growing season, 

h) promote soil and site conditions that provide the opportunity for the establishment of desirable 
plants: 

i) protect or restore water quality; and 


J) provide for the life cycle requirements, and maintain or restore the habitat elements of native 
(including threatened and endangered. Special Status. and locally important species) and desired 
plants and animals. 


2) Grazing management plans should be tailored to site-specific conditons and plan objectives. Livestock 

grazing should be coordinated with the uming of precipitation, plant growth, and plant form. Soil morsture, 
plant growth stage, and the umuing of peak streamflows are key factors in determining when to graze. 

3) Grazing management systems should consider nutntional and herd health requirements of the livestock. 


4) Integrate grazing management systems into the year-round management strategy and resources of the 
permitiee(s) or lessee(s). Consider the use of collaborative approaches (e.g, coordinated resource manage- 


ment, work groups) in this integration. 
5) Consider competition for forage and browse among livestock, big game animals, and wild horses in 
designing and implemenung a grazing plan. 


6) Provide pernodic rest from grazing for rangeland vegetation during critical growth periods to promote 
plant vigor, reproduction, and productivity. 


7) Range improvement practices should be pnonitized to promote rehabilitation and resolve grazing 
concerns on transitory grazing land. 

8) Consider the potenual for conflict between grazing use on public land and adjoining land uses in the 
design and implementation of a grazing management plan. 


Facilitating the Management of Livestock Grazing 


1) The use of practices to facilitate the implementation of grazing systems should consider the kind and 
class of animals managed, indigenous wildlife, wild horses, the terrain and the availability of water 
Practices such as fencing, herding. water development. and the placement of salt and supplements (where 
authorized) are used where appropnate to: 

a) promote livestock distribution, 

b) encourage a uniform level of proper grazing use throughout the grazing unit; 


c) avoid unwanted or darnaging concentrations of livestock on streambanks, in mparian areas and 
other sensitive areas such as highly erodible soils, unique wildlife habitats, and plant communities, 
and 


d) protect water quality. 


2) Roads and trails used to facilitate livestock grazing are constructed and maintained in a manner that 
minimizes the effects on landscape hydrology, concentration of overland flow, erosion and sediment 
transport are prevented, and subsurface flows are retained. 
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Accelerating Rangeland Recovery 


1) Upland treatments that alter the vegetation composition of a site, such as prescribed burning. juniper 
management, and seedings or plantings must be based on the potential of the site and should 


a) .ctasn or promote infiltraton, permeability, and soil morsture storage; 

b) contnbute to nutnent cycling and energy flow. 

¢) protect water quality, 

4) heip prevent the increase and spread of nowous weeds. 

¢) contribute to the diversity of plant communities, and plant community composition and structure; 


f) support the conservation of threatened and endangered, other Special Status species and species of local 
importance, and 


g) be followed up with grazing management and other treatments that extend the life of the treatment and 
address the cause of the ongsnal treatment need. 


2) Seedings and plenungs of nonnative vegetation should only be used in those cases where native species 
are not available in sufficient quac.tives, where native species are incapable of maintasning or achieving the 
standards; or where nonnative species are essential to the functional integrity of the site. 


3) Structural and vegetation treatments and animal introductions in mpanan and wet'and areas must be 


compatible with the capability of the site, including the system's hydrologic regime. .nd contribute to the 
maintenance or restoration of properly functioning comiition. 


Rangelands Glossary 


Appropriate action ~ implementing actions pursuant to subparts 4110, 4120, 4130 and 4160 of the 
regulations that will result in significant progress toward fulfillment of the standards and significant 
progress toward conformance wi‘) the guidelines. (see “Significant progress”) 


Assessment ~ a form of evaluation based on the standards of rangeland health, conducted by an interdisci- 
plinary team at the appropriate landscape scale (pasture, allotment, subwatershed, watershed, etc ) to 
determine conditions relative to standards. 


Compaction layer - a layer within the soil profile in which the soil particles have been rearranged to 
decrease void space, thereby increasing soil bulk density and often reducing permeability. 


Crust, Abiotic ~ (physical crust) a surface layer on soils, ranging in thickness from a few millimeters to a 
few centimeters, that is much more compact, hard and bnittle, when dry, than the material immediately 
beneath it. 


Crust, Biotic - (microbiotic or cryptogamic crust) a layer of living organisms (mosses, lichens, liverworts, 
algac, fungi, bacteria, and/or cyanobacteria) occurring on, or near the soil surface. 


Degree of function - a level of physical funcuon relative to properly functioning condition commonly 
expressed as properly functioning, funcuoning-at-nsk, or nonfunctional. 


Diversity ~ the aggregate of species assemblages (communities), individual species, and the genetic 
vanavion within species and the processes by which these components interact within and among them- 
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selves. The elements of diversity are: (1) community diversity (habitat, ecosystem); (2) species diversity; 
and (3) genetic diversity within a species; ali three of which change over time. 


Energy flow - the processes in which solar energy is converted to chemical energy through photosynthesis 
and passed through the food chain until it 1s eventually dispersed through respiration and decomposition. 


Ground water ~ water in the ground that is in the zone of saturation; water in the ground that exists at, or 
below the water table. 


Guideline - practices, methods, techniques, and considerations used to ensure that progress is made in a 
way and at a rate that achieves the standard(s). 


Gallly - a channel! resulting from erosion and caused by the concentrated but intermittent flow of water 


Hydrologic cycle ~ the process in which water enters the atmosphere through evaporation, transpiration, or 
sublimation from the oceans, other surface water bodies, or from the land and vegetation, and through 
condensation and precipitation returns to the earth's surface. The precipitation then occurring as overiand 
flow, streamflow, or percolating underground flow to the oceans or other surface water bodies or to other 
sites of evapotranspiration and recirculation to the atmosphere. 


Indicators ~ parameters of ecosystem function that are observed, assessed, measured, or monitored to 
directly or indirectly determine attainment of a standard(s). 


Infiltration - the downward entry of water into the soil. 
infiltration rate ~ the rate at which water enters the soil. 


Nutrient cycling - the movement of essential elements and inorganic compounds between the reservoir 


pool (soil, for example) and the cycling poo! (organisms) in the rapid exchange (i.¢., moving back and 
forth) between organisms and thei immediate environment. 


Organic matter ~ plant and animal residues accumulated or deposited at the soil surface; the organic 
fraction of the ..uil that includes plant and animal residues at various stages of decomposition; cells and 
tussues of soil organisms, and the substances synthesized by the soil population. 


Permeability ~ the case with which gases, liquids or plant roots penetrate or pass through a bulk mass of 
soil or a layer of soil. 


Property functioning condition - Riparian/wetiand adequate vegetation, landform, or large (coarse) 
woody debns is present to dissipate stream energy associated with high waterflows, thereby reducing 
erosion and improving waier quality, filter sediment, capture bedload, and aid in floodplain development, 
improve floodwater retention and ground water recharge, develop root masses that stabilize streambanks 
against cutting action, develop diverse channel and ponding characteristics to provide the habitat and water 
depth, duration and temperature necessary for fish production, waterfowl! breeding, and other uses; and 
support greater biodiversity. The result of interaction among geology, soil, water, and vegetation. Uplands 
soil and plant conditions support the physical processes of infiltration and moisture storage and promote 
soil stability (as appropriate to site potential), includes the production of plant cover and the accumulation 
of plant residue that protect the soil surface from raindrop impact, moderate soil temperature in minimizing 
frozen soil conditions (frequency, depth, and duration), and the loss of soil moisture to evaporation, root 
growth and development in the support of permeability and soi! aeration. The result of interaction among 


Proper grazing wse - grazing that, through the control of tsming, frequency, intensity, and duration of use. 
meets the physiological needs of the desirable vegetation. provides for the establishment of desirable plants 
and is in accord with the physical function and stability of soil and landform (properly functioning condi- 
von) 
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Reference area -~ sites that, because of them condition and degree of function, represent the ecological 
potential or capability of similar sites in an area or region (ecological province); serve as a benchmark in 


Rill ~ a small, intermittent water course with steep sides; usually only a few inches deep. 


Riperian area -~ a form of wetland transition between permanently saturated wetlands and upland areas. 
These areas exhibit vegetation or physical characteristics reflective of permanent surface or subsurface 
water influence. Land along, adjacent to, or contiguous with perennially and intermittently flowing rivers 
and stream, glacial potholes, and shores of lakes and reservoirs with stable water levels are typical mpanan 
areas. Excluded are such sites as ephemeral streams or washes thai do not exhibit the presence of vegeta- 
von dependent upon free water in the soil. Includes, but is not limited to, jurisdictional wetlands. 


Significant progress - when used in reference to achieving a standard: (acuons), the necessary land 
treatments, practices and/or changes to management have been applied or are in effect, (rate), a rate of 
progress that is consistent with the anticipated recovery rate described in plan objectives, with due recogni- 
tion of the effects of climatic extremes (drought, flooding, etc.), fire, and other unforeseen naturally 
occurring events or disturbances. Monitoring reference areas that are ungrazed and properly grazed may 
provide evidence of appropriate recovery rates. (See Proper Grazing Use) 


Soil density (bulk density) - -the mass of dry soil per unit bulk volume. 


Soil moisture ~ water contained in the soil; commonly used to descnbe water in the soil above the water 
table. 


Special Status species ~ species proposed for listing. officially listed (threatened/endangered), or candi- 
dates for listing as threatened or endangered by the Secretary of the Intenor under the provisions of the 
Endangered Species Act; those listed or proposed for listing by the State in a category implying potential 
endangerment or extinction; those designated by each BLM State Director as sensitive. 


Species of local importance -~ species of significant importance to American Indian populations (e.g. 
medicinal and food plants). 


Standard - an expression of the physical and biological condition or degree of function necessary to 
sustain healthy rangeland ecosystems. 


Uplands ~ land that exists above the riparian/wetland area, or active floodplains of rivers and streams; 
those lands not influenced by the water table or by free or unbound water, commonly represented by toe 
slopes, alluvial fans, and side slopes, shoulders, and ndges of mountains and hills. 


Watershed ~ an area of land that contributes to the surface flow of water past a given point. The watershed 
dimensions are determined by the point past, or through which, runoff flows. 


Watershed function - the pnacipal functions of a watershed include the capture of moisture contnbuted 
by precipitation, the storage of mousture within the soil profile, and the release of morsture through subsur- 


face flow, deep percolation to ground water, evaporation from the soil, and transpiration by live vegetation. 


Wetland - areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at a frequency and duration 
sufficient to support, and which under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation 
typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. 
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Effects of Intensity and Season 





of Grazing 


Introduction 


Livestock impacts to vegetation resources, both negative and positive, occur due to defoliation and brows- 
ing. as well as the physical impacts associated with the presence of livestock. Although livestock grazing in 
deser steppe communities is seldom necessary to meet vegetation management objectives, negative 
impacts can be maintained within acceptable limits with implementation of appropnate management 
actions. Many successful livestock grazing strategies have been developed to achieve specific ecological or 
management objectives. The effectiveness of meeting obyectives when implementing a given strategy 
depends on a number of factors including the associated resource values present, ecological characteristics 
present, physical characteristics preseni, and livestock management practices (Cook 1971; Heady 1975; 
Lacock and Conrad 1981; Holochek et al. 1989). General trends may hold true in the relative effectiveness 
of different grazing strategies to meet specific management objectives, but site-specific strategies are 
required to integrate the interacuons of unique features present within a pasture. Though the ecological 
consequences of implementing a given grazing strategy occur at the pasture level or smaller, livestock 
operations dependent on public land forage resources require grazing schedules which support animals on 
public and private land throughout the year. 


The consequences of short-term impacts of livestock use, both in upland and nparian communities, are 
related to the season in whuch livestock graze 8 vegetation community as well as the intensity and duration 
of use in a given year. Long-term consequences result from the sequence of annual use a vegetation 
resource receives, the severity of use, the competitive response of individual vegetation species to selective 
grazing or browsing by herbivores, and the resultant changes to community composition Season and 
intensity of livestock grazing use in npanan communities, as well as in upland communities, has been 
found by a number of authors to affect mparian funcvon and the attainment of other 

objectives (Elmore 1991; Elmore and Kauffman 1993; Chapman 1987; Belsky et al. 1997; Kinch 1989, 
Myers 1987; and Platts 1989). Penodic opportunities for recovery of health and vigor and for recruitment 
of new individuals into upland and npanan communities are also required to maintain or improve vegeta- 
von conditvons for the amenity values of current and potenual vegetation resources as well as commodity 
production. 


Intensity of Use 


Short-term impacts to vegetation resources are the result of the combined utilization levels, the season of 
use, and the duration of use For the purposes of analysis. light uulizavon 1s defined as up to 40 percent. 
moderate wtlizavon 1s defined as from 41 to 60 percent. and heavy uulizavion 1s defined as 61 percent and 
greater Generally, the vigor of key herbaceous species can be sustained with light and moderate uli zation, 
while heavy utlizatvion reduces photosyntheuc tssue below levels needed to mamta root reserves, 
diminishing the vigor of key species However. the umung of grazing use relative to plant phenology and 
the occurrence of repeat grazing are usually considered more important factors affecung the health and 
vigor of key species as well as changes to vegetation community composivon Light and moderate uuliza- 
von dunng penods when plants are withdrawing reserves from roots for growth. dunng regrowth, or during 
seed formavion will impact herbaceous species greater than the same level of utuilizaton dumng penods 
when the plant 1s not acuvely growing Additionally. the composition of a vegetation community, as it 
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relates to the relatrve palatabilsty of specees present. will affect measured wulizavon Long-term impacts of 
moderate to heavy vulization will also be dependent on the individual species abulsty to muntasn health 
uuli:zabon to hghi or moderate levels. factors affecung livestock distribyvon wil! cause some arcas where 
animals tend to concentrate to be uulized heavy whule other arcas remain unused oF only slightly used 


The intensity of livestock use will also affect other resource values. as well as the atzlity to meet manage- 
ment obyectives as a resuli of standing vegetaton matenal and ground cover remaming after use As 
vulizanoa levels are increased. canopy cover of grazed and browsed plants declines Additionally. depos- 
von of protecuve plant litter to the soi surface and wcorporanoa of ister into the soul 1s decreased As 8 
result, increased utilizaton can reduce cover of bare ground by vegetaton maternal and liter, increase 
pudding of clay sous by rasndrop impact. reduce rates of infiltrauon of precipitavon. and reduce perme- 
ability and morsture storage of souls Excessive utlizavon levels can contmbute to increased overiand flow 
of preciprtanoa and snowmelt. soil eroson. siltavon of streams. and a decline in surface water quality 
affectung bencficial uses. 









Season of Use 


Livestock impacis to public land resources are dependent on the season of use as it relates to uming of 
grazing during the growth cycie of plants (see Table R- 1), spacial and seasonal conflicts with annual life 
cycles of wildlife species, physical condition of resources, and other factors All dates referenced are 
approximations dependent on elevation and climatic condivons and need to be interpolated on a site- 
specific basis. Analyzed seasons overiap due to vanation in the growing conditions between years and a 
lack of clear seasonal divisions in anucipated impacts to existing or potenual resource values Thus. 
impacts resulting from livestock use early or late during any season may also be accurately define by 
described impacts during the proximate season based on those vanabies. 


Winter (November 1 to March 1) 


Upland herbaceous plants are mostly dormant during the winter season of use with the exception of some 
photosynthesis by new growth after fall and winter precipitation and during warming weather trends. 
pomaniy on south exposed slopes Forage quality of cured standing herbaceous vegetation 1s moderate to 
low, improving when mixed with new growth or browse from palatable shrubs Light to moderate utsliza- 
von of standing cured herbaceous vegetation 1s not detrimental to health and vigor of plants Light to 
moderate defohhavon of new growth usually 1s not detrimental to maintenance of health and vigor of 
herbaceous species since soul morsture wil! be available for spring and early summer growth. regrowth. and 
compleuon of the annual cycle pnor to soil morsture deplevon Grazing of fall sprouting annual species 
may reduce competion with desirable perennial herbaceous species during the following growing season 
Light to moderate vulizavon levels will retain adequate standing maternal and |itier for soi! protecvon from 
wind erosion, rainfall impact, and late winter and spring runoff Heavy utilizavon levels will expose the sou! 
surface to these negative impacts, especially on sites with marginal potental to produce a reasonable 
vegetation cover and im years with limited growth of protecuve vegetation cover The potential for repeated 
grazing of localized areas, resulting in heavy vulizavon, 1s present with severe weather conditions and 
snow accumulation reducing livestock distnbyvon Negative impacts intensify on palatable shrub species 
when snow accumulation makes herbaceous species unavailable Livestock management actions to 
maintain animal distrbuvon are oftenumes limited by weather and accessibility, 


Winter use is usually the least detrimental to souls and to dormant mpanan herbaceous and woody vegeta 
von Herbaceous npanan species are mostly dormant im this season with some acti ve photosynthes:s 
occurring during warming trends when plants are free of snow and ice cover During these fa weather 
penods, dormant woody npanan species may be used to some degree. therefore. may be subject to hive 
twig growth being removed Rupanan communiues tend not to be used by livestock during moderate 
weather conditions where cold a dramage settles into low-lying areas throughout the mayonty of the 
winter Dramatic recovery rates have occurred in mpanan areas when cold drainage patierns and/or the 








a a 
Table R-1. Approximate Growth Stage Dates for Key Species. 











Sata Pet of Sees Satal = 6Pot of Sees 

Sprocs Geowh Flowering Ripe Dormancy Grow Flowering Ripe Dormancy 

4.088 feet etevatecs 4.708 feet ctevetce 
Biacbuxt wheeges «86GI5 wis ois wis ow2s oe25 cwis wn! 
idaho fescue Oe! OM! an: owis onus AI ais i 
Ceacdeteugea “ G10 oo an! wn”! ovis Gyo an! on! 
Sxquerretim! ow2s Ge”! OA! an! Gwy2s i OM! mn! 
Tharbersacedicgass O25 wis owis wn! 040! qyis ovis on! 
Sandberg’: bluegrass’ = 0.0 ows ovis wis O40! 05 wis ois 
Binertrush | on/10 oars on/%0 1101 ow0 aans owis 110! 

6.088 feet elevates * $@8 feet elevs0ee 
Blucbunch ehesigrass 04/25 ors @is owis osv/10 07/720 Ow”! is 
Idaho fescue osv10 07/20 Oo”! 1001 05/20 ons OMe aris 
Crested wheatgrass ‘’ NWA* WA NWA NWA N/A NWA NWA NWA 
Squerretia! Oso! on/25 ono! On”! sol ou/25 an! Oe”! 
Thurber 's neediegrass WA NWA WA NWA NWA WA NWA NWA 
Sandberg's blecgrass’ 04/15 on/25 an! A! si OA! aman! on! 
Binertrush | 0501 Al oar 111 0501 OA! 1001 1141 
Rey apecers foe eroded eres 
' Key apecers for deer and ametape spring range 
* Key specees for deer owner range 


avaslability of ahernate livestock water keep livestock away from streams Where winte: temperatures are 
moderate and cold as does not settle uto low lying areas. dormant woody npanan species can be nega 
uvely affected by browsing or trampling when livestock movement is restricted The potental for livestock 
to Concentrate im Npanan communies to savor severe weather conditions and atiemp: to drnft to base 


property feeding grounds requires a high level of livestackh management activity to avord negative impacts 
to Npanan vegetavon resources at a ume when access to public land is limited Winter use provides rest 


during the growing pernad every year. promotes plant vigor seed and root production. and seedling 
establishment | may be the pernad of greatest use of browse species by both livestock and wildlife 
depending on temperatures. snow depth and duravon svaslatelity of other feed animal concentravon. 
forage/browse preference. and the extent of the woady plant community A full understanding of expected 
livestock use patierns 1s necessary using thus strategy or land use obyectives may not be actueved Uuhza 
von levels of herbaceous npanan species should be limited to mamtan adequate maternal on streambenks 
and floodplains for protecvon during late wimer and spring runofl Heavy grazing during the wimer can 
eliminate the streambank vegetavon mat needed to prevent sor! erosion from winter and spring Moads or we 
events Throughout the eimter frozen sor! and sreambanks are more resihent to mechanx al damage 


thereby minimizing streambank shear thus resulung in little hank damage 


Areas suitable for winter grazing by livestock are. at umes. also prim: winter range for native large 
herbivores Spacial conflicts for habuat and conflicts for hmned forage are more Common than at other 
umes of the year With snow cover of herbaceous species. livestock browse of shrub species may remove s 
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valuable winter source of feed for wild herbrvores Viability of mountasn shrub species as well as aspen 
recrustment may by yoopardized with winter use of these vegetabon Communes by livestock 


Spring (February 1 to May 1) 


Earty growth of herbaceous species. primarily cool season species. occurs with msing soul temperatures: 
Minimal umpacts to plant vigor and health occur with light to moderate uulizavon of early growth when 
adequate sox! mousture 1s svaslable for regrowth and complevon of the annual growth cycle Moderate 
wuhzavon. on years eith minemal sou moisture available for regrowth after use. could deplete plant vigor 
and health. especially during penods of cruucal growth Heavy to severe defolavon can expose the soul 
surface to future erosive forces of wind and water Additionally. heavy vulizavon can remove structural 
diversity valued for wildhfe habsat Use of palatable annual species ecarty im this pemad may reduce 
compeunon with desurable native perenmal species when grazing 1s removed and adequate sm! mousture 
remamns to complete growth cycles. 


Earty growth of herbaceous vegetation contamns high water content and thus. when combined with leached 
old growth. has only moderate forage quality, umproving after mid-March in most years The hazard of 
compaction of wet souls with hoof acvon of livestock may be present. resulung in a reductvon of infiltranon 
and soul morsture holding capacity im fine-textured souls Opportunies for good livestack distmbuton are 
present with more locations of svailable water and cool am temperature 


Rapanan vegetavon communities are less vulnerable to negative impacts from livestack use during this 
season for a number of reasons Improving forage quality in upland communiues will draw livestock from 


Mpanan communiues as will available alternate water sources located outside streamside npanan commu. 
aves Spring use normally results im bener livestock distnbyuon between npanan and upland areas due to 
flooding of mpanan areas and presence of highly palatable forage on the uplands Also. cooler seasonal 
temperatures allow livestock to forage longer between visits to water sources Opportunites for regrowth of 
herbaceous species are present through the remasnder of the growing season Mos! woody npanan species 
do not mitiate growth unt! late spring. resulung in lower palatability than at other seasons of the year If 
penads of use allow for adequate regrowth and do not correspond to the seasons of woody npanan species 
reproduction. grazing during thus penod can be very beneficial to npanan areas. especially im establishing 
woody plants Conversely. thus can be detrimental to upland grasses if grazing strategy results im vuhzavon 
during the criucal part (shoot elongation) of thea growing season Heavy defoliavon and physical impacts 
by livestock can expose banks and floodpiamns to the hydraulic energy of high spring streamflow and peak 
runoff Heavy use on finer textured sous in npanan areas with steep gradients may cause sor Compaction. 
accelerated streambank losses or increased erowon rates Hoof acuon can result in trampling of seed and 
Inter into wet sori. although on some saturated sors. plants are more easily uprooted by grazmng animals 
than would be possible later in the year Care must be taken to prevent streamhank hoof shearnng and to 


leave adequate Carryover vegetation for bank protection and silt filtering dunng spring runoff 


Wild native herty vores typrcally reach thes lowest physical condivon dunng this penod. especially mm years 
with heavy snowfall and lammned forage svaslabulity As s result. the potential for compeuton between 
hvestock and wildlife species early during spring use 1s great on winter ranges Acuvives associated with 
livestock management dunng this penad can also increase stress to wildlife species. especially withen areas 


of raptor nesting habnat 





Upland Growing Season (April 1 to July 15) 


Upland plants are actively growing. removing carbohydrates from root and crowns for early growth 
regrowth. and seed formavon Herbaceous plants are suscepuble to de foliavon impacts as a result of the 
depletion of carbohydrates in roots and crowns especially with maderate to heavy vulizabon repeated 
grazing. and/or frequent growing season use Grass apecies are eapecially suscepuble to ompacts from 
defohavon during seed formavon and seed stall clongavon due to the increased withdrawal of carthoty 
drate reserves from roots and crowns Opportunites for regrowth and complevon of the annual growth 
cycle after defohauon are minted especially wn years of below average precapiauon Introduced perenmal 
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having evolved with the grazmng pressure of more large hertrvores Sou compacvon from the physical 
presence of livestock remauns a concern with mors! socls, especially m areas with shallow and fine-textured 
water reserves as the seasoe progresses Opportunies for good livestock distnbuuon dunng the earty 
poruos of tus season are present with mare hocavons of svaslable water. hugh palatabslity of bagh quality 
forage. and cool au temperature Repeated use during the growing season can be expected to reduce vigor 
and health of desurable perenmal herbaceous species and lead to wends away from desured future cond. 
bons 


Rupanan vegetavon Communives insuate acUve growth dung this season especially during the later 
porvon impacts to npanan resources are minimal with light to maderate ublizanon levels on herbaceous 





Summer (July 1 to October 31) 


A deferred season of use provides for livestock grazing after most of the upland species have reached seed- 
ripe stage and replenished carbohydrate reserves Most upland plants in luding native and introduced 
bunchgrass species. have completed thew anmual growth cycles and have entered senescence As 0 result. 
upland communities have declining forage quality and lower palatability to wildlife and domestx herb 
vores Livestock will tend to turn to palatable browse species. especially when herbaceous uuhzaton levels 
become heavy late during tus penod to mamtasn a given level of mutnuon when mired with lower quality 
herbaceous feeds With the onset of senescence. native upland vegrtabon communitues are less suscepuble 
to negative impacts of light to moderate defohauon Introduced perennial bunchgrass species are hener 
adapted to mamntasning vigor with defoliation than native herbaceous species having evolved with more 
large herbivores Heavy to severe defolhawon can expose the soul surface to future erosive forces of wind 
and emer Livestock distnbyvon sway from water sources 1s limited by high amtreni temperatures 
increasing the need for frequent watering and Causing cattle to graze primarity during the evenings and 
throughout the mght. while becoming tess active dunng daylight hours Localized impacts from defohanon 
and the physical presence of livestock imensify, especially near water sources and other areas of concen 
trated acuvity Additonally mutnent concentration will accur yn areas of concentrated vestack acuvity 


Compeuuon between wiidife species and hvestact 1s usually minimal when summer wulsavon levels are 
marmamed at hgh to maderse levels Thome wridisfe species that art motele tend to imhabu partons of the 
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range less used by lrvestock. while those less mobule species tend mot to be significantly umpacied so long 
as vuhizavoe levels and relisted management actives do not drsrupt habutal and security 


Fall (September 15 to December 15) 


condsvons when soi! morsture has been replemshed by fall precapstavon Upland herbaceous health and 
vigor 1s not umpaured with git to moderate vushizavon of cured standing matenals Heavy to severe ux 
may expose souls to crosson from wind and water for an extended penad through the inmtuation of spring 
growth Cooler amtrent temperatures. eth some fall regroeth of upland herbaceous species. may provide 
far bener livestock distmbyuce than durnng summer Forage quality of upland herbaceous species remains 
low, though improving with the imsuavon of ace fall growth Livestock ell retain s percentage of palatable 
browse species in the: deets. when svasiable to mamta a given level of nutrivon by combeming 1 with 
lower quality herbaceous feeds 


Rupanas herbaceous and woody species emter dormancy eith cool iemperatures and freezing Ccondsvom 
Opportunrues for lmned livestock grazing of pastures Comtasming npanan values are present so long as 
vulizapon levels on herbaceous and woody species do not impas npanan funcuon with peak sirecamflows 
Moderate to heavy use of mpanan herbaceous species. with little opportunity for regrowth to facsinate 
sediment retenuon. may expose banks and floodplains to hydraulx forces of high streamflow dunng einer 
and spmng runof! The potenual for mmproved lvestact d:stnibyvon. sway from npanan communimes 1s 
greater than during summer use though less than during spring use During years with extended summer 
heat and drought. livestock water may be limaed to npanan communes Use during this season can be 
detwmental to npanan vegetavon if heavy wulizavon of woody species occurs because lemperatures are 
warm. fall green up has not occurred. ar vulization 1s not closely monnored Fall grazing usually allows for 
less sor! Compaction im mpanan areas. although streambank damage may be considerable from hoof action 
shearing if excessive fall precyptation occurs Livestock impacts to mpanan vegetation are derectly related 
to the umensity of livestock management pracuces implemented by operators 


Livestoct 5 use of bg game einter range can leme the avaslability of both herbaceous and browse species 
for wildlife during subsequent eimer penads as wdenufied in the secuon on winter use Competition 
hetween livestock and wiidbfe species mcreases with greater levels of utilization and the resultant increase 
of browse species in livestock chets 


Seasonlong 


Seasoniong grazing of a pasture generally begins during the growing season and criends to the end of the 
penad of authorized use typx ally umto the fall penad Many of the mmpacts associated with use during the 
growing season occur with seasoniong use Addivonal umpacts occur from lac alized hivestack Concentrauon 
late on the season as sowrces of water dumee wh as forage quality in upland Communities declines and as 
amiment iemperatures nse The effects of seasoniong grazing of species Composition are largely dependem 
on the degree of vulizavon on the bey species Although the praposed stacking rates are designed to 
actueve maderate levels of wuhzavor of most areas factors such as terran kx avon of fences and emer 
and vegetavon types evaslable prevent unsform panerns of grazing Heavy grazing ell inevitably occur in 
some areas whule hight ut -anoe wil! accur m othen A wend away from dewred future Conditions 1s 
eipected m areas receiving madersie to heavy vulhzavon on an annual base capecially when that use 


occwrs during criucal growing penods 


Livestact tend to Concentrate 18 Npanas Communes from summer on when these areas are svarlabic 
Decreases on woody and herbaceous npanan species are cipected to occur on streamede Npanan ve gelation 
Communes accessible to bvestach under seasoniong use | svestcn t prefer green herbaceous and ace 
growth of wondy anecjies evther npanar Communes as upland Communes dry and loose forage quality 
on lane summer Thes sirmegy typ ally provades no rest during the growing penad for plant vigor reproduc 
von of lier acumulauon bt generally results i heavy vihsauor of wordy Npanan vegeiation trampling 
damage we! Compacvon and accelermed surrambent croc 





Appeni es 


No pastures un the plannang arca are scheduled for ycariong (March | through February 28) gramng by 
domestx lvestock 


Exclusion (No Scheduled Livestock or Wild Horse Use) 


Defolawon of herbaceous and shrub species 1s lumuted to that wtuch occur from mmsect and native herte- 
vore use Except um instances when native hertrvore numbers are ugh upland wulizavon levels during the 
growing season and dormant season: are light in any year. small arcas of concentrated native hertevore use 
may have moderate to gh wulization levels Ressdual standing herbaceous ms*crnal and lmer accumulavor 
ts greater than with scheduled use by lnvestackh or wild horses im amy se-m Sos! protecvon from ram 
wmpact 1s gh lumstung cromon and umproving soul structure and infilavon The mstuapon of herbaceous 
growth with warming spring soul temperatures may be slightly delayed due to greater imercepuor of solar 
radiation by standing and down |mer 





The complete elumanavon of lrvesiact and wild horses from mpanan vegetavon Communities in & any Cases 
provides for a more raped rate of recovery of both herbaceous and woody components than wil’ scheduled 
use on amy season Residual herbaceous maternal and a diverse age structure of woody species will protect 
streambanks durmng peak flows of all seasons In the absence of conssderation of the ecological hnkages 
between upland. mpanan. and aquatx Communies. potential rates of recovery of mpanan communiues 
may be limned when upland management plans are not designed to restore and protect the enure landscape 


Grazing Schedules 


Livestock grazing schedules are implemented to provide apportunmy for unacceptable resource conditions 
to wmprove to masta resource values which are consistent with the DRC and other management 
obyecti ves. or to avord unacceptable umpacts to resource values ar conflicts between uses of public land 
resources Antuc pated shar and long term umpacts from annual use of a pasture during any one season are 
presemied above Though some established grazing whedules provide for annual use of 2 pasture during one 
specified season more often the mit of management obyect ves associated with a given pasture can hener 
be met by varying the season of use over a repeating cycle of two or more years Multryear grazing 
schedules are poimanty developed eth vaned seasons of use through an established ration to allow 
dewrable vegetavon species the appartunsty to regan vigor and health for future growth productivity and 
sustamnabylity of resource values Semelarty apparnwnmes for recovery from grazing wmpacts to other 
resources. specific to s season of use may be provided by varying the season mm whach livestock graze 8 
pasture Long term and cumulatrve ompacts of implementing 8 grazing scheme onl! define wend toward 
future vegetavor COMmmunues and resource Conditions 





Conversely COnstrasnts necessary to meet multiple management obyect: ves may been Opportunies for 
grazing use to one shan penad anmually an no « heduled use im some years to ensure that all managemen: 
obyectives are met Exar pies unc hude the Compoundeng effects of obyect: ves to emprove npanan fwaction oF 
meet other npanan maagemernt obyecuves etele marniarneng upland stately) amd fumcuon Though 

& heduled use during the upland groewng seasce anmurlly may be Compatible eth ofye tives to omprove 
npanan funcuon health and vigor of desen meppe vegetanoe Communes (an sekdom he umproved oF 
marntaned with annual growrag seasce defohanon Sunilarty x heduied deferment of grazing vse wnt)! 
after seed sei may be Companbie exh meeung upland vegeta managemenm obye tives while noe 
marntaning healthy npenae vegetanos Communes ehe h supper proger fun tomeng conduc Ate 
reset the Combuned obyectrwes may further Constran appartwnies for vaned seasons of uw 


Speciality Pastures 


Comstracvon of fences and wae of cther harnen to lvestact mowrment may be utehned to create apeciality 


pastures and umplemen grazing & hedules (omenien eth merung ope ix managemen ctye tives ehen 
resource values such as NpEnan vegriavor COmmunmes art present en only 8 portom of an erieting 


Appenin oh 








Sesteras: Orr pam Resomre Mhamcpemen Puce baermemrnes ie crn 


pasture Development of specaaiity pastures os applcabie om arcas where resource values encompass a imal! 
enough arca to pusurfy femcang and to manage them sepersic?; from arcas that are solely Comprised of 
upland vegetavos communes and few othe resource values Specaality pastures may Comumur to he 
grazed whule mecung obyecuves or c1chuded from bwestact use Caomstrucvon of fences to create corndar 
or npanas pastures sik es mpenas recovery or mamecnance wtule allowing gramng of other uplands snes 
to occu wth granng smegpes providing for more bwestact use Rapanaes pastures art normally areas of 
rangeland comtammng bath upland and npenae vegeisvoe Communes large crcugh to suppor some 
livesact use wtele managed to sflawn npenan easier quality and/or aquax obyectives as apponed to 
stream wde paste cs created through corndor fencing Total rest of mpanan pastures 1 required a Umes 
Gurvng the firu few years of correcuve management of s deienormed mpanan arca where the obyect: vt 
wmchudes the establishment of shrub of wee growth shove f « reach of livestact. As npanan vegrianoe 
wrthus npenas pastures regains vigor and productivity evaslable forage far lrwestact use may often be 
wmcteased whule Comumung lo meet management otyectuves Carndar pastures are generally ¢3< buded from 
hvemact use or used only for ashing purposes. sence the areas en hosed are usually too small and narrow 
for proper grazag 


Grazing Rotations 


Most multryear grazing schedules can be defined as exther a deferred raanon on rest rotabon x hedule 
Both rypes of granng schedules were demgned pomanty to promate plant vigor seed production seedlong 
establishment root praductuon and ler accumulavor far herbaceous plants i upland ecosysierms 
Deferred rouamon grazing schedules provide for one or more years of grazing use after seed set following 
ome or more years of growing season use in ts samples! form a deferred ronateom grazing schedule withen 2 
pasture provides for a 2 year rotawon cycle with | year of use during the criacal penad of plam growth 
followed by | year of defermem of use unt! after the growing season More comservatve whedules 
provide for a tagher praparnos of deferment than years of use during te pernad of active growth Rest 
rotapon schedules allow for umslar apporunmes for recovery with one or more years of the grazing 
rotapon i whch no use scheduled Cayuon should he umplememed wo ensure that higher levels of 
uthzavon during use penads of s pasture do nat prec hade meeung management of ectives while providing 
for rest nother pastures Al maderme wuhzauom levels evther rest rotauoen of deferred roanon grazing 
systems can allow for adequate recovery of upland herbaceous ram growth and asscx iaied ( arbohydraic 
storage following the umpacts of crvucal season defohavon The sumber of years of rest or deferment 
necessary lO mee! ve gelavon management chyect ver 1 dependem on a number of factory im huding 
resource Comdmmons so and clumatx factarns and the mmenssty of grazing use With an increase in the 
Proporvon of years of rest or deferred use to the sumber of years of use during the critical season the 
opportunity for recovery and mamenance of plan health and ngor ns umproved Recovery following heavy 
wee duryng the Critical growing seascr may require 6 substanual summber of resin deferment years Wo 
provide adequate oppoctwnnies far recovery of heath and vigor especially when growth Condoms are 
poor ari! the vegetanor resource sm pod ecologx al comdruron 


Most rest rtanon and deferred rotauon grasng sw heduies designed for the piry cechogn al needs of herbe 
ceows upland plants can be eu cessful evttwn ende low gradem cedge rush and grass dominated npanan 
ees proveded ubluaton levels om mpanan Communities are mantaned ether a ceptable limes These 
strate gies have heen fownd to martian epecies Gi verwty and productivity of meadow systems when use is 
deferred on these areas mri! afver seedrype Thos promotes ered and root prada tron seedling establisheen: 
and total growing penad rest for each pasture every year The need for addrvonal lvesicn b management 
may be necessary to mamntan |vestiant drstrhyuen Rapanan herbaceous anes having # natural poment a! 
to regrow following wee provide for recovery and mamenance of resource vabues on yearn of the romatron 
when grazing cocurs during the growing season ( auton om years of mad to late season use showk! eneurr 
that Cover necessary to bufler eromon from Nord: and «ce 1 marntaned and to wap secement during hagh 
flow events Semelarty om years of the rotation when grazeng ure durvng @ season with hgh sos! morsture 
cawvoe thowkd he umplemenied prevent wampling end shea damage wo hanks 


Res raavor and deferred rotation « heduies are weually nappromnase for wewbh dominated opanan arces 
expeccally on the promary stages of evilow establishment and devricnmen | stablechmen and growth of 
wordy Npenan apecuee ehe hs atiamed «= years ehen the pasture y4 reeied of during 6 season of war 
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companibie wth progress toward stlasneng Mpanan otyecuves may be nullified oe Oe years of use whee 
pramng accu Gurnng 8 penad ect Comment exh mamenance oF emprovement of mpanan «alucs Maomar 
nance of established mpanae Communes COMmmng 8 Waady COMmponen may whomacly resull on 8 
populawon of only mature dec adem stands of wccdy specacs prowsdeng mo ongowng replacement of younger 
mands Whee these acheduies art umpiememed lewets of use of woady panes spececs must be monnored 
because wihizator accurng Gurng the summer months has beer found to lume wand) plant successsan on 
grove! bar and other x oured arta: along eweam chamechs Heavy wuhravor during late granng percds 
(an lead to removal of vegetamon needed to prowect swreambanks from se and water scouring 


improvement of vegetavos Composmon toward dewred Condmuoms may requert recrutment of new inch 
viduals of desured species Gerough seeding planung of natural regenersuce from vegetavon maenals on 
we Establestemem of deseratle seediongs omc a vegetiavor Commutety may requert a sequence of resi and 
on deferment year to svond defohauee and phrysaal empacts of bwestact presence Semilarty recruitment 
of new choces of desirable wordy species m upland and mpanan may require more than | year of resi to 
establish old woad etch s less palatable and to allow growth shove the reach of domestx hertyvores: 
Removal of westact from npanas vegetabor Communes may be required to allow these Communmes to 
recover herbaceaws and wonady spears Camposmuon adequate to atlas funcuonmg Condon (por 
emprovement to fumc boning Condmvom a gramng & hedule Consistent arth mamntamng npanan func vor 
may he ompemenied 


Generally ether desen seppe vegetavor Communes mo more than one penad of use of a given pasture 
1s planned m amy | year s grazing schedule An cacepuoe is spring/fall use in whach livestock are removed 
on the sprung whole suffix sem sou morsture 1s avaslable for regrowth Fall use occur after most vegetavon 
species have Completed thew growth cy. le and are dormam This schedule 1s used primary either seedungs 
of pomnative perenmal bun hgrasses to martian productivity and avaclabelity of species adapted to grazing 
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Appendix S 

Standard Implementation 
Features and Procedures for 
Rangeland Improvements 





Rangeland projects and improvements are proposed and compicted as a poruon of adapuve management 
implementation to help reduce resource management conflicts and to achieve muluple-use management 
obyectives. The following standards and design elements will be adhered to in constructing rangeland 
improvements within the planning area Design elements have been standardized over ume to mitigate 


impacts encountered during rangeland improvement installation. 


* Preparation of site-specific NEPA documentation of analysis of the proposed project (EIS, EA, categori- 
cal exclusion, or administrative determination) will be required pnor to implementation. Proposed 
rangeland improvements may be modified or abandoned or an EIS may be required if the analysis 
indicates that significant adverse environmental impacts cannot be avoided or mitigated. 


* A wilderness inventory of public land within the planning arca has been completed as required by 
FLPMA. As a result of this inventory, certain Federal land in the planning area was designated as WSAs. 
be consistent with BLM's IMP for Lands under Wilderness Review unless and until the area is removed 
from the study category (esther wilderness designation or the WSA is released by Congress). Impacts of 
actions proposed within WSAs would be assessed, before implementation of any management activities, 
to ensure that they meet policy. 


* Every effort will be made to avoid adverse impacts to cultural resources. A cultural resources inventory 
will be completed pror to any surface-disturbing activities associated with the implementation of 
proposed rangeland improvements. This will be part of the preplanning steps of a project and the results 
will be part of the NEPA compliance pnor to implementation. If significant cultural values are identified, 
mitigating actions may include relocation, redesign or abandonment of the project. However, where 
mitigation is not possible, the BLM will consult with the State Histomc Preservation Officer and the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. This is in accordance with the programmatic memorandum 
of agreement by and between the BLM, the Council, and the National Conference of State Historic 
Preservation Officers, dated January 14, 1980, which sets forth a procedure for developing appropriate 
mitigative measures, in compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (1966). 
Management adherence to agreed upon mitigative measures will be implemented in comphance with 
these regulations 


* If a project could potentially affect any listed or proposed threatened or endangered species or its critical 
habitat, consultation with the USFWS will be initiated (Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended). 
The project may be modified, relocated, or abandoned in order to obtain a “no adverse effect” determi- 
nation. If a proyect may contribute to the need to list a Federal candidate or Bureau sensitive species, a 
technical assistance request will be made to the USFWS Any disturbances to Bureau assessment and/or 
tracking species will be documented. Mitigating acuions to minimize impacts to all Special Status 
species will be incorporated where practical and feasible. 


* Projects which have the potential to adversely affect relevant or important values in ACECs would be 
evaluated to idenufy potentual impacts. Proposed actions would be redesigned to avoid adverse impacts, 
appropnate mitigating acvons would be required. or the proposed proyect would be abandoned to 
maintain the relevant and important values for which the ACEC was designated 


Appendices . 4/3 








Sousheas! Oregon Resource hhanagemen: Pian / Exrirommensal Impact Siaiemeni 


Appendices . 4/4 








¢ Surface-disturbing acuviues assocuated with proyect umplementavon will be held to a mmumum neces- 
sary to complete the progect. Disturbed soil will be reusbilstated to biend into surrounding soil surfaces 
and vegetated as needed with adapted perenmal species to stabilize sorls and preclude invasson and 
domunance of undesurabie and weedy species. 


projects, will be completed primarily to direct vegetation composition toward desired conditions and to 
enhance and sustain muluple-use values. The preferred method for control of woody species 1s burning 
with management ignited or natural ignited fire, but may include cutung. chasming. or spraying of 

of treatment consistent with topography, VRM. and site potential Design will provide opumum edge 
effect for visual quality and desurable landscape diversity for all values. Layout and design will be 


* Seeding of herbaceous and shrub species will be accomplished primarily by use of rangeland drill or 
similar techniques to enhance the probability of seeding success Broadcast seeding of herbaceous and 
shrub species will occur on small disturbed areas, rough terrain, and rocky areas where drilling 1s 
inappropnate. Proposed seeding within WSAs or RNAs would be addressed on a case-by-case basi in 
accordance with pohcies. Additionally, current and accepted techn logres (including drilling. broadcast 
seeding. and plantung of seedlings) will be umpleme:.'ed to ensure thc success of establishment of 
desired species mixtures and sttasnment of desired future conditions within vegetavon communities. 
Methods of establishment used will be determined on a site-specific basis dunng project planning Seed 
mixtures will be determined on a site-specific basis to include perennial species adapted to climatic and 
edaphic conditions, based on the best available information from appropriate State and local rangeland 
and wildlife experts. Where rangeland drills are used. slopes will be drilled on the contour to minimize 
soi] movemeat. All seedings. including those arcas rehabilitated following wildland fire, will be deferred 
from livestock grazing for a minimnum of two growing seasons and until seedlings have established 
vigor, to allow seeding establishsnent. Additional herbaceous production resulting from vegetation 
manipulation projects and fire will not be allocated for use untul monitonng data support that it 1s 
available on a sustasned basis. 


* The existing road and trail system will be utilized to provide access for rangeland project construction 
and maintenance. If needed, unsmproved trails and tracks may be developed to reach construction sites 
unless this actvvon 1s inconsistent with the management of SMAs. then other means of access may be 
required. New trails and tracks would continue to be used for project mammtenance Any new suthonzed 
road const. ction would be in accordance with standard operating procedures and Best Management 
Practices (1 +) for road construction. 


* Normal rms ce of existing projects and new projects will occur, as consistent with onginal design, 


through the ., "+> plan im order to support authorized uses of public land Maintenance can include 

vite - acement of pipeline sections, fencepost and wire replacement, cleaning of reser- 
voirs ® .. » nal disturbance area, replacement of water troughs, cleaning and maintenance of 
spring boxes, ¢  .1...g oF resettung of cattleguards, and maintenance of livestock handling faciliues 
While maintenance of existing facilives may occur im SMAs. there may be further mitigation actions 
required to ensure that values of these places are not impaired 


* A visual resour'e ast rating procedure would be employed to minimize adverse impacts created by 
proposed projects on the landscape. 

Additional design teatures are identified in the following discussion of the 

individual types of improvements. 
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¢ Reservow development would involve the construcuon of psts and dams to impound surface water for 
livestock, wildlife, and other resource values. Rights to use water on public land associated with the 
construcnoa of reservours and psts be acquired. perfected. masntained and admunisiered under the 
substantive and procedural laws of the State of Oregon. Pits would be constructed in playas, dry lake- 
beds, and other natural depressions. Dams would be constructed in drasmages. Water storage capacsty of 
pits or reservoirs would generally be less than 2.0 acre-feet. Fill material to complete dam construction 
may come from the mmpoundment area or a borrow areca outside the impoundment area Excavaied 
material from pits would be piled adjacent to the pst. Topsoil would be stockpiled to be used for 
rehabilstavon of borrow areas and other areas stripped of soul. As consistent with resource objectives. 
reservoms and pits may be excluded from livestock use through fencing or other means 





¢ All State of Oregon water well dniling regulavons would be adhered to, both in dniling and equepping: 
A safety devise would be installed on new power line transformers to prevent electrocuton of raptors. 
Metal storage tanks would be painted to blend with the surrounding landscape Consistent with VRM 
objectives of the area, wells and associated structures would be located where topographic features or 
vegetation would serve to screen associated structures and disturbances from the casual observer 


¢ Spring development would involve digging or dniling to mtercept naturally occurnng waterflow 
Perforated prpe and/or collection boxes would be utilized to collect and divert water through a pupe!-re 
and trough overflow area would be fenced to prevent livestock grazing and trampling impacts to mpanan 
use. In those areas that receive recreation use, access may be provided via a style (stairs over a 


fenceline) ot a walk-through devise specifically designed to preclude livestock passage 


* Pipelines will be constructed to convey water from wells, springs, reservoirs, and other water sources to 
troughs in areas lacking adequate water to maintain appropnate animal distibubon Troughs will usually 
be placed in upland vegetation communities less vulnerable to livestock impacts and soi] compaction 
Generally, | to 2-inch diameter plastic prpe would be buned with a pupe-laying equipment consisting of 
a modified npper tooth mounted on a tractor Pipelines would normally be buned to a depth adequate to 
protcei Ux Jovelapment, though seldom deeper than 30 inches. Where obstructions prohibr prpeline 
burnal, the pype may be laid on the ground surface and covered with borrow soil At times, reservoirs and 
normally be fenced to exclude livestock, whule providing water for wildlife use In the event of equap- 
ment failure, reservoirs may provide temporary emergency water for livestock Access pots to and 
escape routes from water troughs will be provided for birds and smal] mammals 


* Fences will be designed to develop a barner to livestock movement, while minimally impeding wildlife 
movement. Established standards for fence construction on BLM land would be followed (BLM Manual 
Handbook H-1741-1). Design features would be developed specific to each proposed fencing proyect to 
bance associated with fence construction and maintenance will be minimized Though the canopy of 
vegetation along fencelines may be removed and scattered, no blading or scraping would be authorized 
to clear routes for fence construction All fences would be consistent with the VRM class of the area 
Gates would be located and constructed at appropnate locations to provide for livestock passage Gates. 
and as appropriate cattleguards, will be located at road crossings to provide vehicular passage Gates 
will be constructed adjacent to all cattleguards to provide passage by equipment which cannot cross 
cattleguards Recreation access would be provided where fences are necessary im the vicinity of recre- 
aton sites: 


* Wildlife guzziers would be constructed in locations with limited availability of water for wildlife use, 
pnmaniy lower elevation desert habstats They would consist of an apron designed to collect precypita- 
von, a buned storage tank, and associated pipeline arrangement for delivery of water to a trough 
available to birds, small mammals, and other wildlife species Guzzlers would normally be fenced or 
designed to exclude livestock access Proyects would be designed to blend with the surrounding land. 
scape and be consistent with VRM class of the area. 
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* Prescribed fire. both management ignited and natural ignsvons. wil! be designed and umpiemented to 
manage woody species domunance and to mect other land use plan obyecuves Projects would be 
designed to direct vegetavon communities toward desured future conditions and to meet management 
lapon projects would be designed to provide and mammntasn vegetavon and structural diversity and 
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Appendix T 
Catlow Conservation 


Agreement Management 
Direction and Analysis 


Thess appendi: contains additonal background maternal and a detasled descnpuon and analysis of Manage- 
ment Actvon Number 3. under the Special Status Anumais Species Objective | 











Affected environment Gescnpuons im the body of the RMP are the background for tus appendix For some 
resources, adc onal affected environment descripuon is added here for the purpose of more clearly 
describing the environment within whch the vanous aliernatives are considered 


Affected Environment 
Catlow Special Status Species 


Catlow Valley redband trout (Oncorhynchus mrytiss ssp ) 1s a recognized, though undescnbed. subspecies of 
the more widespread ranbow trout. They are endemx to the Catlow Valley, known for thei ability to 
survive highly vanable conditions. and they are found im both stream and reservow habitat withon the ARA 
and the Hart Mountain Navonal Antelope Refuge Catlow Valley redband trout have occurred in Home. 
Threemile, Skull, and Rock Creeks The most viable population in ARA is in Home Creek and a very small 
populaton 1s found im Skull Creek on privase land Threemile Creek contains a small population in the 
lower reaches of the creek on public land that is fenced and managed with the private land The Rock Creek 
populaton is upstream of ARA on the Hart Mountain National Antelope Refuge The Catlow Valley 
redband trout 1s one of several named populations of redband trout in Oregon closed basins for whach a 
petition for listing under the Endangered Species Act was filed with the USFWS in 1997. 


Catlow tui chub (Gila bicolor ssp ) is a small to medium-sized minnow, 2 to 4 inches long. It is @ recog: 
nized. though undescribed. subspecies of the more widespread tui chub Oregon State University's initial 
genetic analysis of the Catlow tu: chub supports that it 1s 2 distunct subspecies, separate from tui chubs in 
adjacent basins The Cathow tui chub mhabrts reservows and small streams with vanable currents and pool 
habstats Endemix to the Catlow Valley, within the ARA. the Catlow tu: chub has been found in public land 
reaches of Skull and Rock Creeks, with singular occurrences in the private land valley reaches of Home. 
Skull, and Threemile Creeks and Shull Creek Reservow 


The lumited distribyvon and small population sizes of these Catlow fish species prompted the August | 997 
completvon of the Catlow Valley Redband Trout and Catlow Tu: Chub Conservation Agreement and 
Strategy (Catlow Conservation Agreement) The purpose of the agreement is to expedite implementation of 
conservation measures needed for the continued existence and recovery of the species This Conservation 
Agreement was entered into by the BLM, USFWS, Malheur National Wildlife Refuge, ODFW, and 
Roaring Springs Ranch. the pnvate landowner im the habtat area The habitat area includes about | | §,000 
acres. Approximately 61 percent. or 72,000 acres, is in private ownership and approximately 39 percent. or 
46,000 acres. 1s public land managed by the BLM The agreement focuses on the species habvtat in the 
vicinity of the Catlow Rum and has two objectives The first is to reduce and eluminate mgnificant threats 
The second 1s to enhance and/or stabilize specifx stream reaches of occupied and unoccupied but histone 
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Mort of the habstat for the specses occurs wm» Home Crect (tout), Threcmule Creck (out). and Skull Creek 
(tan Chub in lower reaches, rout mn upper reaches) Most of tus ss prvaicly owned enh BLM managed 
land containing 5.6 of 21.9 miles on Houne Crock, 1.96 of 1.96 miles on Thecemile Crock. and 1.9 of 74 
mules on Skull Creek Most of the current sustable habetat occurs eutheue the mmrock camyons of the streams. 


where topography and boulder armonng protect the stream and npanan arcas 


Upper Home Creek and lower Skull Creek are low to moderate gradient areas with casy access for domes. 
uc bvestock or wild horses The habetat om these arcas 5 umpacted by hogher than apumum water tempera 
tures. occurrence of fine seduments wn the substrates. inadequate overhanging bank and vegetative cover. 
mnadequate frequency hydnc herbaceous and woody species to stabelize strcambanks and low frequency of 
pool habrtats Improvement of the habstat has been cccurnng om the past several years. but further umprove. 
ments are needed 


Management opportunmues for the BLM to keep improving the hatetat include contuimsed adapuve domestic 
livestack grazing management. adjustments to wrid horse sumbers as needed to protect mpanan resources. 
and upland vegetavon restoration. imchudeng use of prescribed burns These acuvives have al! been pan of 
the management set forth in the 1995 South Sicens AMP. wtach addresses Home. Threemuie. and Skull 
Creeks. 


These management strategoes and the Cathow Conservation Agreement have been inc huded in a Water 
Quality Management Pian (WQMP) for the area. The WQMP has been submutied to the Oregon DEQ. 
where it has been approved The DEQ recognizes the strategoes of the South Steens AMP and Catlow 
Conservation Agreement as acceptable management. on a watershed basis. to move toward achievement of 
water quality standards and actueve comphance with Section 303d of the Clean Water Ac 


The Conservation Agreement and additonal conservation activities have involved coordination with the 
private landowner The opportunites for habstat and species recovery could not have developed without the 
cooperanon of the pnvate landowner The large amount of private land in the habrtat area 1s an integral part 
to the success of the agreement. The domestic livestock grazing schedule, essential to the success of the 
agreement. encompasses public and private pastures as wel! as temporary use of pastures at the Malheur 
Navona! Wildhfe Refuge The praposed grazing schedule establishes an overall] management scheme that 
allows accelerated habitat improvements in the affected strearms 


Events that have occurred since the implementation of the South Sieens AMP have created the potential for 
ncgative effects to the fish habstat in Home and Threemile Creeks uniess further measures are taken to 
improve resource management in the area The BLM needs to address these effects to fully meet the 
obyectives of the Catlow Conservation Agreement In 1997. in compliance with a court order relating to 
domestic livestock grazing m the NWSR corndor, the BLM constructed the Blitzen protection fence 
creating a separate pasture, the Binzen Pasture. for management of the South Fort Donner und Blitzen 
River (see Appendix N) The Blitzen Pasture also contains the uppermost reaches of Home Creek, which 
has 5.5 miles of fish habitat, all on private land, and an additional 9.6 miles (2.1 miles BILM) of nonfish 
habitat that are headwaters to the stream 


By elimsnating livestock access to the South Fort Donner und Blitzen River, the Blitzen protection fence. 
however, reduces the amount of water available {. : domestic livestock use in the Steens Pasture. which 
contains the remainder of Home Creek and the headwaters of Threemile Creet. Because the perennial and 
rehable water avaliable dunng the praposed season of use in the southern porvon of Steens Pasture 1s now 
only in Home and Threemile Creeks, 2 shaft is expected in domestic livestock use. The lower reaches of 
Home Creek, which has consistently been a concentration area for wild horses, 1s expected to receive 
additional pressure due to the construction of the Blitzen protecuion fence The upper watersheds of these 
streams. contaiming low to moderate gracbent meadow sysiems. may also be degraded by physical distur 
bance from mcreased concentravon of domestic livestock and wild horse use 


The potential negative effects to fish habstat throughout these creeks. from increased concentravon of 
domestic livestock and wild horse use in the Steens Pasture, place at msk 10 0 miles (46 percent) of public 
and private fish habstat in Home Creek and | 96 mules (100 percent) of public fish habstat in Threemile 
Creek There are some tapograptuc barners that reduce, but do not eliminate, livestock access to porvons of 
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these arcas The privene landowner bust an csumaied 6 mules of fence between Home Crect and Theeemule 
Creet to wd wath domesux bwestact comirul. but because the fence 6 only on private land domestx 
uvestact movement os BLM land around thee west end of the fence os stil! posssbie The need for BLM 
management acon to umprove domestx brwestact Control m the Sicens Pasture to metgate the cfiec: of 
the Blures protecuon fence was sdenufied om the Cathow Conmservanon Agreement 


For further infarmanon on the affected environment. please refer to the wilderness Affected Environment 
secton of thus document or the final Oregon BLM Wilderness EIS/Wikderness Study Repurt, October 199! 


The South Fort Donner und Bluzen River WSA 1s hocated 74 msles sowth of Burns (12 moles sowth of 


Frenchgien) in Harney County The study area lies along the southern secon of the Steens Mountan Loop 
Road. 7 mules east of Sume Highway 205 


The Home Creet WSA 1s hacated 63 mules south of Burns (|} miles south of Frenchgien) im Harney 
Cownty, Oregon The area hes adjacent to the county road which extends south of Oregon State High 
way 205. The Home Creck WSA is adjacent to and west of, the South Fork Donner und Blazes River 
WSA. 


The WSAs are sermelar in Character and are adjacent to each other Purther discussion and analysis of values 
and impacts for the two WSAs will be completed for the WSAs as 2 contiguous land uns The two conugu- 
ous WSAs contain approximately 64.145 acres of public land (25.120 acres in Home Creek WSA and 
35,850 acres in the South Fork Donner and Blitzen WSA). In addition, 1,440 acres of private land are 
located within the WSAs (120 acres in Home Creck WSA and 1.320 acres im the South Fork Donner and 
Blitzen WSA), as well as 1,705 acres of aplit-cstate land (| 470 acres in Home Creck WSA and 1,705 acres 
mm the South Fort Donner and Binzen WSA) The mayor physical features of the WSAs inchude Catlow 
Rum. the plateau area and three drasnages of Dry Creet. Home Creet. and Threemile Creet 


Wilderness Values 


Neturelness: These WSAs are in sufficsently natural to excepuonally natural condivon to meet the cruena 
for WSA classificauon The most outst»nding natural areas are found within the canyons. nver and creek 
dramnage systems located m the WSAs The nver and large creeks comtam mpanan vegetavon Withun these 
canyons 1s a diversity of plants and wildhic not normally associated with and climates Jumper and low 
sagebrush are the dominant vegetavon im the study areas A vanety of grasses are also found withen the 
aca 


The WSAs provide habuat for wiidhfe species common to the mosax of low sagebrush western punsper, 


big sagebrush. and npanan habitat types Fishenes habuat has been degraded significantly by heavy 
sediment loads coming from headwater streams many of which are on private land 


The study areas contains 47 unnatural features 26 reservows, | wildlife guzzler. |4 vehicle ways totaling 
4S males. | corral. 4 fences totaling 4 miles. and an old abandoned habriavon These developments influ 
ence approuimately 2 percent of the WSAs In additon there are tens of miles of existing. but nonfunc- 
vonal fence. mn the WSAs that was not accounted for im the onginal wilderness inventory Developments 
placed after the ongmmal wiiderness inventory occurred include the Penland fence. a} 79 miles reconstruc. 
von of an existing nonfunctional fence and the court imposed Blitzen River protecvion fence of 6 34 miles. 


Solitude: Opportunies for solitude im these WSAs are outstanding with some limited umpacts from nders 
im the area These opportunites are enhanced by the large size of the area and diverse topography and 
vegetative screening The deeper canyons of the South Fort Donner und Bliuzen River and ts wibwtares, 
along with vegetative screening provided by yuniper wees also enhance opportunities for solitude 


Primitive and Unconfined Types of Recreation: Opportunities for prmutive and unconfined types of 
recreation in these WSAs are outstanding These activities include day hiking. backpacking. camping. 
fishang. and horseback nding. sightseeing and photography and wildlife viewing The pnmary attraction of 
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Semeteras: Orr poe Rescwne Mamcpemern Mae Levirmememn bey lire 


the ava ss Ghee South Fort Dommer und Bhuree River The ver and a wibwtanes provede many differees 


rowtes for hukes of varyung Gegrees of dufficulty The scams and mpanae vegetation provade picasamt 
surroundings im wtech to tuke Humteng for game speces deer sed amertope offer good opportune 


Overall recreawon use amounts to appromeamaichy }.X0D vismar days per year Recreawonal use 1 Curren ty 
mcreasng by approtumetely 2 percemt per year (Final Wilderness EIS | 989) 


Sepplemental Wiiderness Values (Special Features) - Ecobogical: For ecotogucal veues the attributes 
wm bade wibdlife (hugh quality ragmcw nesting areas sage growse strutung ground tmghort sheep and redband 
vow) The other supplememal eviderness values séenufied are geology and scenk 


Twelve Special Sustus eridiife apecees that can be found wm the area imchude Cahforma taghorn sheep. 
Pacsfx Townsend s tag cared hat morthers bald cagie. peregrine falcon northert goshewt. Swanson 5 
hawt. ferruginows hawt western sage growse babotal westers bhucterd Preble s shrew and spomed frog 
These specees are ones wtach for a vanery of reascom inchudeng lemned distrbwuon habviat bosses 
popul. von dechnes or some combunawon of factan heve bees sienufied as requiring special anentior 
when planning resource management 


There are five sage grouse leks (Courtshup strutung grounds) found m the Swens Pasture Mule deer evmer 
along Catlow Rum and summer at upper clevavom Amelope summer m the more open parts of the area 
and winter out of the area Cal:forma tighorn sheep use the Catlow Ram area yeartong Racty Mountan 
elk use the uppe: elevations during the surmmer and msy wimer im the area during open wine 


Preble s shrew are assccisted with the sbundant cover found along some mpanan areas. the edge of the 
aspen and mowntan tng sagebrush and in mountan bg sagebrush evth an sbundan herbaceous undertiory 
Upland game burds found inchude mourning dove during spring & _ summer and valicy quai! near brushy 
drasnages yearlong Chukar: are sbundan' near rocky nms at lower elevawons along Cathow Valicy 
Common snipe inhabu areas around springs. wet meadows and npanan areas 


The Catiow Rum provides as dense a breeding papulavon of goiden cagies as anywhere in the wesiers 
Unned States. with usually || to 12 active aenes along 25 miles of the mm Pramme falcons. red tailed 
hawks Swamson 's hawt. ferrugmous hawt. beswels great harned owls and other raptors also nest slong 
or near the nm Goshewts uacommon m the area nest st upper clevanon Migratory bald eagles | Feders! 
Threatened’) and Amencan peregrine falcon (Federal Endangered) pass over the area Peregrine falcons 
have heen observed near the mouth of Home Creet Camyor during the spring but no aenes have heen 
found 


Rapanan areas provide habuat far over | SO nongame species and are umportant migrstory paths for neotro 
pal turds Beaver are present in streams and provide instream structure through construcvon of dams 
which collect sedimem Sponed frog (Federal Candidate) have been verified in the Bluzen River dramage 
but have not heen dacumented in Home Creet and Threemuile Creet The headwaters of the South Fort 
Donner und Blitzen River are approssmmately § mule from the heademers of Home Creet and sponed frog 
could be in Home Creet and Threemile Creet 


Uplands provude habuat for a wide vanety of species found in the low sagebrush Wyormeng tng sagebrush 
mountain tg sagebrush western yumiper aspen and rock owtcrops and mms 


Management Directives by Alternative 
for Resources 
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The following 1s 2 detmled descrpuce of alternat ves of Management Acuvor | of the Special Sustus 
Animal Species Otyectve |. of Chapter 3 








Common to All Alternatives. 


Construcvoe of te Blazes prowscuos fence resulic. a she ot Gomestx bwestact Gestribwwor to Home 
Creet and Threemule Crect m tee Sacens Pasture cc ce South Seems Alloumem The followwng shernaw ves 
descrite femceng proposals and managemen sherna ves to menage adverse efiecu ot Cathow Valicy 
redband rout and Cathow tw Chub hatetat from the constructors of the Blazes pronecnoe fence Those th 
wmchude fence comstrucbos (Ahernatrves A C and D) also mchude remowal of a equal amount of cxssting 
fence to assure Ghat there 5 no met oncrease cf fencong wettun Gx WSAs The fences wo be removed will be 
sdemufied when the bacanoe of the praposed fences are fined Ahernauves A BD amd E would umchude on 
estumated 20+ 10 60+ mules of femoong depending on the ahernatwe that would be constructed shong te 
powme and pula land bowndanes on the area 


Reece comstractoe ae publx land eoukd he by hand and eowkd require only 8 menemeum disturbance of scm! 
and vegetapon Stee! posts would be pounded imo the grownd cach creating s hode | 1/2 emcters @ Gum 
eter No vegetanon would be Cleared of trimmed a sou! Grturted Rack cobs would be placed om tap of the 
ground to create strexch pancis and end braces Maternal may be dehvered to the ares by helcopecr horse. 
beck on by trucks restricted to vetucular ways Maternal would be carned extn the WSA_ to the wort snes 
by hand of on harsehact Fence placement would be such that « would be parnally screened by tapogragiry 
and vegetavon thus making # not visible throughow! much of the WSAs as 8 whode of any substantial 
parvon of the WSAs The fence wowld he substantially nouceahle to thou only m ms umenechate wicenity 


Managemen of publx land would be mm accordance with te Catlow Conservation Agreement dated | 997 
The Blazes Pasture ehach commas upper whatanes of Home (reet would he managed as described 
under the Donner und Blazen NWSR ctyective To mougaie effects of the constractuon of the Blazer 
protecuoe fence and the shufi in domestx bvesiact dustrbyuoe to Home and Threemuile Creeks on the 
Saeens Pasture of the South Sweens Alloumen. the Home Creet protecuos fence would he constructed to 
create 8 pasture that separates Home Creet and Theemile Creet from the remannder of the Siwwens Pasture 
The Home Cr -eh protecuon fence would he reevalusted upon eviderness designation and would be 
removed if fownd uneffect ve m actueving the resource object: ves for whch « was Constructed bts 
expected that 20+ males of private land fencing would be constructed along the private and publ land 
howndanes in the area An adaptive managemen' siraiegy would be used to allow recovery of the fish 
hatecat in Hom = =Thweemsle and Skull Creets This ctrairgy may ox bude annual adjustments in domestx 
lvestact use grazeng standards of 4$ percem herbaceous and 20 percent woody use on Npanan species 
reductions mm sacking level increased resi penads of reduced penads of use or potentual range improve: 
ments such as fences or water developments to improve domestx livestact destbynon and comrol 
Prescribed burns and eid hore management would Comumue to accu as described in the South Sieens 
AMP 


The Home Creet protecuoe fence would be constructed to crease s pasture that separates Home and 
Threemile Creeks from the remannder of the Siwens Pasture The fence would be comstructed north of 
Home Creet and be 6 | mules long (5 2 miles BLM. 0 9 eek private) begunmeng near the Cathow Rum to 
the west and extending eastward to the Bluzen prosector fence (see Map SS 2) Construcnor of the Home 
Creet proaecuon fence would crease one new pastare approsemately 25 O00 acres cut of the southern end 
of the larger Steers Pasture current!) appronimately 92 0D acres and allow ache vermen of npanan 
fisheres. and vegetatve otyecuves This new pasture would conta || § miles of putla and private fish 
habeas un Home Creet and ) 4 miles of nonfish haba oe the upper poruoe of Threemeile (reek The eaure 
upper eatervhed of Threemile (reet would be in the ace pasture although mone of ua fish habe The 
new pasture wowkd he managed for capedned recovery of the fish haba evher and downstream of the 
new pasture Rex suse of the pressures on the fences expected from evid horses and domesta bi vestcc t 
femong wowkd be 4 strand harhed ewe and meet Bi M epecifx atoms Withee approtnmately | 0 mole of 
Cathow Ram the fence would be constructed to BLM standards fur s taghors sheep passable } eure feme 
|e addewor ome cr mart starwiep rk on other appropmae cross oven far taghars sheep would he um haded 
on the fence evther ome half mile of Ge ( athow Rum Canes eowkd be installed on all femces to meet BLM 
specifx avons and wowkd be placed on ell mayan hor tasks at least ome every mike on veha ular wey: am! 
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wall femce cormers Dur seasons of no Gomestx breestact use gees would be ie" apes for wrk’ hore 
mowemen Agprotsmancty § to 10 gmes are proyecind to he om haded Ges femme 


Managemen specifx w Oe Cathow Valiry redband vow and C athow ts Chub wowkd be hesed solely on 
adagu ~t “nanagemest sruirgees os dracribed  Ahernauet A and wowkd om bade ap om reased dependence 
ae bvessact herdeng Mengamoe of eflects of Oe Biers prosecuce fence whch wefts Gomesta bvesct 
Gearitwnce to Home and Tweemuile Creets eawkd be hemmed to these pracoces The Home Creet pron 
woe fence described w Ahernatve A would nat be Comstracted No are fences con putix land are propwned 
hh ms expected thet XO> mules of prrwane land fencung wowkd be Constructed shong Oe private and publ land 
heundanes os Ow area 


Managemen specifx to tw Cathow Valicy redband wow and ( aioe tw chut would mx bude adage: ve 
managemen stair gees deacrihed 2 Ahernatve A amd the | suserx a fence and Serphem criemsicm fener 
These fences would be constructed @ bee of thee Home Creet protecuce fence to muugste effects of the 
construcbos of the Bhuzes prascnos feace and te sheft m domesta bvestact distmbwtror to Home and 
Thwremile Creets These fences eculd be reevabumed upre eviderness designator and would he rer wed 
if fownd meflecuve m acteeving the resource abyect ves for whach they were constructed Nc new fencing 
would be Constructed along the privane and publx land howndanes m= the aca 


The Lausernca fence would be constructed to create s pasture thet separates Home and Threemule Creeks 
from the remasnder of the Siwens Pasture Construcvor of thy fence would mungme effects of the constnx 
vor of the Blazea prosecnas fence Thus fence would be constructed earth of Home Creet and drvude the 
Steens Pasture imo two pastures The northern pasture would be appro: mately 67 O00 acres and the 
southers pasture would be approwmately 25 000 acres The fence would be an estemaed 9 9 mules long 
(8.2) moles BLM | 7 mules prvane) begining near the Cathow Rum to the west and extending eastward 
the Bluzes prowecuon fence (see Map SS.2) The Lausernca fence was previously analyzed i the South 
Suwens AMP and BA Construcuon would be as descrvhed for the Home Creet protecuce fence to wrth 
approumately | O mule of Catlow Rum From @ys locauoe to the east, where the fence ends new the 
Cathow Rum. « evuld be constructed to BLM standards for s ighore sheep passable } eure fence ln 
atdinor one on mare stamtep rack on other apprapnase cross oven for taghors sheep would he un huded on 
the fence wrthue one half mile of the Catow Rum Gates would be placed on al! mayor harve trash af least 
come every mile on vehacular weys and w all fence carmen Apprommatety | 5 to 20 gates would be 
expected to he inchaded w thus fence During seasons of no domestic livestoct use gates would he lef! apen 
far eid harve movement 


The Stephens extension fence would total approumately | mole The fence would extend the private fence 
that hes berweee Home Creet and Threemuile Creet westward making o wall 4 (0D acre pasture to 
clummate domestx bwestact movement hereees the two dramnages This leaves the Sowh Pasture a 2! (11D 
acres Construcvoes specificanan would be as described for the Home Creet protection fence Gates would 
he placed on all magor horve trast. ot least one every mule on veteculas ways and i all fence corners 
Approumately three to five games would be expected to be unc haded we thes fence During seasons of no 
domestx weston t use gates would be left ones far e vid hare movement 


Managemen specifk to the Catiow Valley redband wow and (athow tw chub wowk! be as described in 
Ahernave C except that the Lauserce fence would nat be constructed The only fence constructed would 





he the Surphens extension fence as described in Ahernauve ( [ike Ahernative A. thus ahernatyve would 
alec require an oncreased dependence oo lvesicn b herdung as wel! as addtional adememestrau ve atoms The 
fence would he reevaluated upoe eviderness designamon and woukd he removed if fownd ineflecti ve on 
acter ving the resource abyecuves for whah « was constructed Ap equal amownt of nonfunctonal ¢1isting 
fence would be removed from the same WSA his expected that 25+ moles of prowate land fencing would 
be Constructed along the provate and publa land boundanes in the areca 








Appenle os 
Aernatirs E 


Tiers mo pruttic land grascng sherna ve wowkd mc reguere omplementac of amy apecefx Gomesx bree 
mck graneg Managemen ermegees ot BLM land Lives use om ee aflecied Cathow Valicy redband 
vow and Catlow tw chud habass would acow exc husrvely on Ghee prrwane land porvons of tee haba bos 
ecapected tht 60+ mules of prwme land fencing would be Constructed along the prwane and publx land 
boumdanes on Oe aca 


Environmental Consequences 


The following 0 an anabyes of ompacts com hussoe and summary from: Managemen Acuoce } of the 
Specaal Status Specees Otyectrve |. of Chapeer 3} The effects on resources not discussed below are acgh- 
gible of none tisiem and therefore act im haded 


Catlow Special Status Species 
Aiernatire A 


Impects: Improved lacaton and seasonal control of domestx Investact grazing management would result 
wm oemprovements in fish habnat impr ved npanan vegetauon condor and hank stabslity are expected 
Eahar ced fish habuat charactenstics would mmc bude rootwad cover overhanging vegetabon cover terres” 
tral and aquatx insect production mcreased frequency of undercut banks and pool habia Water quality 
8 expected to umprove as stabilized banks result in decreased shatvon of spewneng gravel decreased 
turtedaty lower edth to depth ranos eth consequent increases on pool or gide habwtat end increased hank 
storage Capetslity wrth consequent later release of water for hagher more stable summer Mow: With 
mmcreased overhanging vegetavon hugher summer flow and narrower and deeper channc!s summer water 
temperatures would he canter 


The exsstong Blazes protecuon fence will tend to sheft livestact use toward the Home Creet drasnage The 
resuh of the construcvor of the Home Creet protecnon fence splitang the exssteng 92 000 acre Sirens 
Pasture imto two pastures of approumately 67 (0D and 25 OOD acres. and implementanon of uuhzanon 
standards would allow for mmgavon of the negative effects expected from the construcvon of the Bhiuen 
prosecvon fence and the expedned recovery of the |0 0 mules of fish habutat im Home Creek and | 96 mules 
of fs habeus mm Thweemsle Creet. Nonetheless the addivon of 20+ mules of private fencing and the use of 
private land for grazing independent of an imegrated publx and private lands ape management plan would 
bkety result m shower umprovements on the private lanl Adjustments to the grazing system to meet 
rescurce otyectives would be made trough the adapuve management process | ong term improvements to 
fish habuat are capected semelar to Ahernatives C and D Long term emprovements would be faster than 
wader Ahernauve B because of the muugavon for the effects of the Blizen protecuon fence Improvements 
to fish habnat on publ land may be slower than under Ahernauve | however if domestx livestock 
exchusson im ARernatrve E results mm the fencing off and increased use of privately owned stream reaches 
Improvement to the overall fish habetat under thes alternative may be faster than under Ahernative f 


Cenctasteea: The Special Sustus Animals obyect.ve would be supported by the management actions for the 
Cathow Valley redband wout and the Catiow tu: chub Because of the difference in domestic |ivestack 
grazing management movement toward conservauon of these species is expected but ai a slower and 
possibly delayed rate compared to Ahernatives C and D Anamnment of the objective is expected to be faster 
than under Ahernative B because of the miugation of the negative effets on the lower reaches of Home 
and Thweemile Creeks expected from the construcvon of the Blizen proaecnion fence "hus alternative 
would be slower im shor term improvements than Alternative E. but in the long term 1 ell more (sl!) 
actueve the obyective than Ahernatrve E These results would occur because of # more Cooperative water 


shed level management & proactive approach to vegetavon restoration and management of domestic: 
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beemact tus allows acturvemem of Ge atyecuvt Nonethricss Ge addeoce of 20> mules of pre mie 
femcong and Gee use of privene land for gracing ndrpendem of oe omrgrmed putdx and pre mie Landa age 
managemen plas would lich) resul @ shower umgroermeny ce Oe pos me land 


lenperts: Domestx bvesixt granng managemem whowid reswh oe omgrowemens ie {ish hatece as oe 
scribed under Ahernauve A The $$ mules of fsb hates @ tee Bieore Pasture are capected to omprove 
because of Gee vulizapoe bmw preecrihed we te South Sucens AMP carter: remove! Game and one year of 
rest owt of Geer The carty seace of use ot Ge pasture and Oe wohsaoe bow should allow amgrovemens 
of he npanas areca Withow constructor of te Home Creet protecnce fence or te |auserca fence » Ow 
Sacens Pasture to meugate for the Gomestx |ivesiact ead evi’ hare Concemawor resulung from the 
construcvos of the Blazes praiscuce fence the }0 0 mutes of fish hatmat @ the bower reaches of Hame 
Creet amd the 48 mules of nonfish hates 2 Ge heade men of Thweemule ( reet would be shower we 
wmgrove thas under the other ahernauves improvements would accu oe 7 4 mules of fish habs oe Stull 
Creet twt shower than under Anernatuve A hex suse of tess Mea ibulry om prowedeng rest Adjustments tw the 
grazing sytem to meet resource atyecuves would he made wough te adage: ve management process 
therefore jong term improvement to fish habeus are capected However these emprovement are ea pecied 
to be shower chan under the cher ahernativer Also the addevcr of Wo mules of private fencing and the use 
of privase land for grazng independem of an imegraed publx and private landscape managemen pian 
would bkely result om shower improvements on the povase land improvements to fish habia on publx land 
may slower than under Ahernative F however if domestx lvestact eschusscom m Ahernative F results om the 
fencing off and increased use of privately owned stream rea hes umprovements to the overall fish habeus 
under this ahernat:ve may be faster than Ahernaw ve ft 


Cenctastee: The Special Status Anemais obyecuve would he supported by the management acuons for the 
Cathow Valley redband vow and Cathow tu: chub Movement toward these obyecuves is expected to be 
slower than Ahernatives AC and D because of the deflerence m domestx liv-sioch grazing management 
Thes ahernawve lacks mugawor of the negative effects on the lower reaches of Home Creet and the upper 
reaches of Threemule Creet expected ass result of the Binzer protection fence Thos shernauve would be 
shower m shan term unprovemenis than Ahernatrve F but on the long term « would more fully actueve the 
obyecuve than Ahernative E These results would occur because of the proactive approach to vegeiabon 
restoravon and domestx hvestact management that allows acteevement of the obyecuive However the 
addition of 10+ miles of private fenceng and the use of private land for grazing independent of an imegraied 
aaa tain siesta iii ee 


lempects: Domesta livestock grazing management showld result in empcoveme nts ip fish habriat as de 
scrvbed on Ahernatve A Management of the Blien Pasture through wing penota resi and ressdual 
stubble height requirements showkd allow faster recovery of the fish habriar in the upper uibutanes «— 
Home Creet than under Ahernatives A and B but shower recovery than under Ahernative [) bec ause 
om reased use of pasture rect and edmemistrat ve adyustrments to li vesicn bose 


The construcuon of the Lausenca fence and the Stephens exienmon fence wouk! result in the creation of 
twee pastures out of the existing large 92 000 acre Sawens Pasture These would be the North Sieens 
Pasture. approumately 67 000 acres. the Home Creet Pasture. approummately 2) 000 acres. and the 
Saephens Pasture approuimately 4000 acres This would proves more fleaibelity to manage domestic: 
bvestact for expedmed recovery of the 10.0 males of fish habuat oe Home Creet and the 4 § miles of 
maonfish haba in the headwear: of Threemile Creet lmgrovements nm Stull Creet would be semilar to 
that of Ahernanve B however the creanoe of addsponal pastures under the: ahernat: ve would provide more 


opportunity for developung grazing strategues that would ex pedue recovery of Shull Creet 


Adpustments to the grazing swategy to meet resource obyectives would be made Ovough the adape ve 
management process, Through eflecve livestcac b management practices wha h om bude a timing pencda 
rest and ressdual stubdle heaght requirement in pastures that Comte fish habeiat and met ganic for the 
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cflecs: of Ge Bluuzrt proaccuoe fexe Ges shernat ee would provede mart raped and bong term emgrowe 
mem thet any ote: shernawee on 2 landscape wake No ace preva land boundary femong os capecaed As 
omar greed aggromt for grasng managemen wang temh provete amd putla lands ecw’ rriul! ot Ow 
amgroverment of fat habs Groughes te effec’ lands ape 


Comcteston The Special Sustus Anemais ofyecurt eawkd be supported by Oe management a oom far Oe 
Crdow Valley redband row and C atkew ta Chub Mowemem toward the comservance of the these spears 
expected but oo fasuer rae thas we Ahernawves A B and D because of Gee Grflerence m Gomes 
bvesact gramng managemem Ths shernaee eowkd be shower @ shor term amgrovement thas Aherna 
wwe E but om the long term « woukd mare fully acter we the otyecuve on the iandscape than Ahernatrec E 
These resets would accu hex ower of Cocpersive emershed ieve! managemem on land that 6) percent 
proves ownerviup and 9 percem publx land promt ve approach to vegetapoe restorapon and lands ape 
«ale management of domesia Wy wesicn t that dors eon segregme the piven from publx land No are 

pe vene land boundary feming mt antx mated 


lanperts: Domestx bvesiact grass; management showld result @ emprovements is fish habwtat as Ge 
scribed under Ahernauve A The S ‘ miles of fish habuat we the upper trbutanes of Home Creeh m the 


Biczee Pasture are expected to mnpro.: fase than under Ahernat:ves A C because of pasture rest and 
adrrenestrat: ve adyustments to bi vestcx b stor ting leveis The constructor of the Stephens eriension fence 
would result = separanoe of Threemsle (reet ito s separme pasture Thos would provide flexitulity to 
manage domestx Ivesiact for expedned recovery of the 48 mules of nonfish habia on the heademen of 
Thweemole Creet. There wowld he no mingator for the domestx bvestact and eid hore Concentranon 
resulting from the consmcuoe of the Blizen proaecvon fence om the 10 0 mules of fish habuat um the lower 
reaches of Home Creet excepe for \rvestoact herdeng in Ahernatives A and ( thus was provuded through 
comstra vor of the Home Creet protecuon fence and the Lauserna fence respectively Although adagerve 
management siraiegies would allow ananment of the obyectives omprovements may be slower improve 
ments wm Shull Creet would be semelar to Ahernatrve B The addmonal years of rest im the Bluzen Pasture 
may also result in increased use of the other pastures that comtas ( athow fish habe Adjustments to the 
grazing sytem to meet resource obyectives would he made through the adapt ve management process 
Long term umprovements to fich habeas are generally expected mm pastures Contamnng publi land but aot 
necessarily om those pastures that are entirely privately owned in thes alternative the addewon of 25+ mules 
of private fencing and the use of pry ate land for grazing independent of an imegramed publ and prvase 
lands ape management plan wowkd bkely result nm slower improvements on the private land Improvement: 
om fish habuat may be expedued on the upper wibwianes of Home Creet and m Threemile (reek as a result 
of the new Stephens crienmon fence but shower in the lower reaches of Home Creet 


Conctasion The Special Siatus Anemals ofyecuve supported by tw management avons for the ( athow 
Valley redband trowt and Catlow te chub Movement toward the conser avos obyectives for both fish 
species expected on the publ stream reaches improvement of the hebwat on the private stream rem hes 
may be delayed because of the expected increased use of private pasture delaying overall acteevement of 
the conservanon otyectrves for the apecies Recovery rates im the lower reaches of Home Creet and om Skull 
Creet would be semilar to Ahernative B Shon term negauve effects may occur unt)! livestac kh grazing 
adjustments are made to address the Change in domesta livestock grazing pressures created by the Binzen 
preaecvon fence ar the need to prowxde additonal rest to the Bhizen Pasture Thos ahernative would be 
slower shun term improvement than Ahernauve F but un the long term « would hener arias the 
obyective than Ahernauve F These results would accu because of the proactive approach to vegetanon 
restoration and domestx | vesicn § managemen: that allow) actuevement of the obyect ve 


Imports: With no domestx lwestach grazing improvements are expected to accur as described in Alterna 
uve A on publa land stream reaches However of domesta bvestac bt enc husson results on fencing off and 
wncreased use of provate pastures Chat (onan fieh habetat lands ape exe habeiat omprovement: are 
expected to he slower than under the other ahernatives le tus shernative the addevon of 60+ meles of 


prvase fem ing and the use of prowase land for grazing independent of an imiegraie) publ and private 
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weesteras vp Reames Mamagrmre Mia | ewcrmemrnss imyee trern 


lendacagpe management pias would likely result shower empowerment on Ge prover land Rec ovcry of 
Gee habeus @ proven reaches may be Grisyed a not acterwed because of Gee expecied mcreased ue The 
gracing shernaees eveiatie oe privene land eowkd be rescued by fewer evalabie pastures Resour 
obgecuves os the privane land would be cxpeceed to be focused premariy oe bwemact forage praducuon 
Sence most of he prvecty owned parvom of srcam reaches are Oe hrademen of te srcarm al! of the 
Cattow fish hats could be ot nek 


Conuctasten The Special Status Anemals otyecuve os sapaned ce put land by te managemen a Lom 
Gescrited » Ahernauve F tw comservauce of Cathow Valley redband wow and Cathow tue Chut may nat 
acow under tus shernatrve because 9 Cocrdenaied landscape approach to management wowkd mat be 
wmplememed No proacyvre management would acow far remaravor of dw vegrimmoe trough prea nied 
fwe Negauve efiects fram evid horses are capected to mcrease because of mo como! of thes sumben on 
Greanbwuon Withowt the emervhed lieve! management for domestx bvesican tt overall emprovement of the 
frsh hata oe Home Threerneie and Stull Creets may act occur 


Summary of impacts 


All ahernatrves suppor the Special Status Anemals obyectve at least on pula land Alternatives A BC 
and D would allow progress toward te Comservance of the Cathow Valley redband wow and ( athow tw 
chub but Ahernauve C prowsdes the best apportummy for expedrung conservanon of the species throughout 
thew habuat wm Home Threemele and Stull Creets Ouher than Qwough livesican t herdeng Ahernat ves B 
and 1D do act meugate for tee sheft wm domestx lwestiact use to Home Creet. eipected from the constr 
vor of the Blazes prowecvor fence in such 2 large area eth rough terran herdeng efforts are not expected 
to be pracucal or have adequate success mm acherwing obyectves Adaptive grazing management stracgies 
under Ahernau ve (2) wowkd allow umprovement on fish habeus om publa land hut the Changes on manage 
men would be reacuve rather thas proact)ve and therefore delayed With fewer pastures and less fk titelity 
to provide rest to publa and private pastures the overall fish habetat umprovement: may be slower 


Comservanon of the wtal habeus requremenu of ( athoe Valley redband wow and ( athow tw: chub may nat 
accw under Ahernanve FE lmprovemenu in fish habuat expected from removal of domestia bvesiact may 
he menemal and lomned to the email! amount of BLM managed land op the aflecied arta Fac huesor of 
domestx lrvesioct from publx land may result on onc reased wee of the private land om hadeng the upper 
watervheds of Home Threemile and Shull Creets ehach would put at rsh all of the fish habetat ether 
these sirrams 


Livestock Grazing Management and Wild Horses 


Livestert greasing imperts [arty season of use and perc rest om huded om thes ahernatve for the 
Blazes Pasture would enhance the capeteiity beth shar and long term = teevement of resource 
obyect: ves improvements the aquatx and npanan habwan of the upper tvbwianes of Home (reet arr 
expected to cocw 


The proposed Home Creet proaecuon fence would crease a pasture wrth lower Home ( reet and Thrremule 
Creet mi The would prevent access by bvestact to these streams from Sieens Pasture bi 1s estemaned thar 
20+ mules of addemonal fencung on the publ private land bowndanes and om private land ecmskd be 
wmplememed by the provate landowner to m herve the ecologx al ofyectrves of the ( atlow ( onservancn 
Agreement There is an existing fence (Stephens fence) on private land just north of Thwrecemle Creek that 
ends on the publx private land bowndary From the emd of thes fence to approtematcly | mole west there os 
motheng to umpede movement of |ivesia t hereeen Home and Twremile ( reeks 


There iso mae bvestoct tras! along Threemele ( reek used to move (atthe off the southwest porto of the 
South Swens Allotment = the end of the graring season Every year at the end of the grazing season (atthe 
wowld be wasled through the pasture comtiamneng Home and Threemele ( reets Some (acthe wowkd stray ewey 
from mders and graze wn the rpanan fone: slong these Creeks resulung i late season grazing use cach 
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year. The length of ume, sumber of ansrals, and miensity of grazing use would be determined by the 
diligence of mders observing the cattle while trailing them, frequency of mders checking cach stream. and 
the length of ume cattle are allowed mm the pasture before trasling them off the mountasn. 


The adapuve grazing management for livestock im thes proposed pasture would have a general 4-year 
schedule whuch includes |-year of rest. Every year there would be some late season use from trailing and 
possible stray cattle grazing Uulization would be monstored and all livestock use would be halted when 
herbaceous mpanan vegetavon was grazed to an average of 45 percent of annual growth and average 
uulizabon on woody mpanan species was to 20 percent. 


Implemenung these u slizatvon limsts would ensure adequate herbaceous and woody vegetation to mamntan 
vegetative cover to Capture sediment during peak flows. 


Livestock grazing conclusion: Riparian vegetation would continue to improve with an increase in 
desirable woody species and desurable herbaceous hydnc species of sedges and rushes. Although the 
general tend in mpanan and rangeland condition would be upward. some areas would respond more 
quickly than others. Movement toward rangeland objectives 1s expected. but at a slower and possibly 
delayed rate compared to Alternatives C and D, because of the difference in domestic livestock grazing 
management. Attainment of the objectives 1s expected to be faster than Alternative B because of the 
matigation of the negative effects on the lower reaches of Home and Threemile Creeks expected from the 
construction of the Blitzen protection fence. This alternative would be slower im short-term improvements 
than Alternative E, but in the long term would more fully achseve the objective than Alternative E. These 
results would occur because of a more cooperative watershed-level management, a proactive approach io 
vegetation restoration and management of domestic livestock that allows achievement of the obyecti ve. 
Nonetheless, the addition of 20+ miles of private fencing and the use of private land for grazing indepen- 
dent of an integrated public and private landscape management plan would likely result in slower improve- 
ments on the private land. 


Wild horse impacts: The proposed Home Creek protection fence would restnct movement of the horses. 
Mitigation measures include placement of gates on al] dominant horse trails, at least one every mile, on 
vebucular ways, and in all fence corners. Approximately 8 to 10 gates would be expected to be included in 
this fence. The gates would be left open when Home Creek and Steens Pastures were not being grazed by 
livestock. Nonetheless, the placement of this fence could restrict movement of the wild horses and result in 
some of the horses remaining in a smaller home range terntory. 


Approximately 10 percent of the horses im the South Steens Herd Management Area (HMA) reside in the 
vicinity in which the fence is proposed. An additional $ to 10 percent of the horse herd may move in and 
out of this area. These horses may be prevented from entering, or restricted from leaving the area when the 
gates are closed. Adaptive management strategies would vary the season livestock are in the area. Typically, 
livestock can be expected to be mn the pastures, and fence gates closed, for approximately three consecutive 
months during the 6-month period of April | to October |. One out of four years the area would typically 
be rested and gates would remain open all year Adequate forage and water is available for al] wild horses 
that may be restricted to the 25,000-acre Home Creek Pasture for 3 months. 


Grazing by several bands of horses may have adverse impacts for desired npanian woody species establish- 
ment and desired herbaceous species duc to uncontrolled tuming and duration of grazing or due to confining 
the horses to a smaller use area. This may require gathenng and removing horses, within the Appropnate 
Management Levels (AMLs), when rangeland monitoring indicates that the grazing by horses is having a 
negative impact on Mpanan vegetation within the Catlow stream basins, as outlined in the South Steens 
AMP. 


If public-private land boundanes (25+ mules anticipated) are fenced, those wild horses that frequent the 
southern end of the South Steens HMA, where significant amounts of pnvate land are, would no longer 
have access to private land which is approximately 45 percent of the traditional range within the Home and 
Threemile Creeks stream basins Gates on private land would not be required to be left open. This would 
affect the home range and free-roaming nature of some bands of horses within the South Steens HMA. 
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Wild borse conchusion: The proposed Home Creek protecvon fence may have some negative effect on 
wild horses. Ai most, 10 to 20 percent of the herd could be affected and could change use patierns of the 
affected horses. Mstgaton measures include placement of gates that would be icft open when Home Creek 
and Steens Pastures were not being grazed by livestock Even though gates are open, some horses may 
establish a home termtory dsfferent than that poor to placement of the fence The potenual for adverse 
impact to wild horses s more significant from public-private land boundary fences. These fences would 
affect the horne range and free-roamung nature of some bands of horses within the South Sieens HMA 


Livestock grazing impects: The adapuve managemen: would continue as outlined in South Steens AMP. 
with changes mm urmung of grazing and addsvonal rest incorporated to accelerate an upward trend in mpanan 
condspon on the Catlow streams The use of lrvestock herding practices would need to be intensified with 
several to many addsvonal nders required to matigatc the effects of the Bistzen protecuion fence, whach 

of not actueving the idenufied objectives 1s greater than under Alternatives A.C. or D. 


Although upward trend in mpanan and rangeland condimvon 1s being achseved or much of the public land 
poruons of the Catlow seam basins with current adapuve management and existing structures. the 
accelerated umprovement of habstat for the entre Catlow stream basins described in the Catlow Conserva- 
von Agreement cannot be actueved without additional fencing on the public-private land boundanes With 
61 percent of the Catlow stream basins privately owned and 39 percent public land. 1 15 expected that the 
public-private land boundanes would be feaced by the private landowner |i 1s estrmated a minimurn of + 
mules of 3 and 4-strand barbed wire fencing would be placed along public private land boundanes to 
provide the control of livestack needed to achueve the ecological obyectrves outlined in the AMP and 
Conservation Agreement Thus fencing 1s needed to control livestock. to allow for rest. and to control the 
umung and duration of grazing whch will enable the actuevement of mpanan and rangeland condimon 
obyectives Nonetheless. the expected fencing of the private land undermines the cooperative management 
outlined in the Catlow Conservation Agreement and creates a greater risk of not acheeving the npanan and 
upland objectives on a landscape scale 


Livestock grazing coactusioa: Movement toward rangeiand objectives 15 ¢ upected to be slower than 
Ahernatives A.C. and D because of the difference im domestic livestock grazing management Thos 
alternative lacks mutigaton of the negative effects of livestock and wild horses concentrating on the lower 
reaches of Home Creek and the upper reaches of Threemule Creek. expected as a result of the Binzen 
protecvon fence The increased relance on herding would ad. but does not assure. achsevement of objec - 
uves This alternative would be slower im shon term improvements than Alernauve E. but in the long term 
it will more fully actueve the obyective than Alhternauve E However. the addon of 3+ miles of private 
fencing and the use of private land for grazing independent of an mticgrated publ and private lands ape 
management plan will likely result m shower improvements on the private land 


Wild horse impects: Wild horses would continur to have umpacts on Home and Threemuile Creets above 
the Catlow Rum. due to seasonal concentration by several bands of horses and wncreased use duc to the 
newly constructed Blitzen protecvon fence Wild horses currently roam and graze the umermined private 
and public lands witm.. the Catlow bases These horses represent about 10 percent of the horses withun the 
South Steens HMA If public -prvaie land boundanes (30+ mies anvcupated) are fenced. the wild horses in 
the southern end of the HMA will no longer have access to private land that us approsumately 45 percent of 
the traditional range within the Home and Threemule Creeks stream basins This will adversely affect the 
home range and free roaming nature of several bands of horses withen the South Sieens HMA 


Wild horse conclusion: The potential for adverse impact to wild horses 1s sagnifi.ant from public private 
land boundary fences These fences would affect the home range an’ free-roaming nature of some bands of 
horses within the South Steens HMA Any gates would remain closed at the discretion of the private 
landowner 
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Livestock grazing impects: The construction of the addsvonal 10.9 mules of fence proposed under thus 
Home Creek. and Stephens Pastures) from the exisung Sicens Pasture These structures would allow. 
through an adapuve management strategy. control of the umung and duravon of gramng as well as penods 
of rest from grazing Thus would provide the maximum rate of actuevement of mpanan and rangeland 
conditon obyecturves on both publac and private lands withun the Catlow stream basins The proposed fences 
enhance the BLM's abulity to manage the land in 8 manncr so as sol mmpaw the ecological and wiider- 
ness values The proposed fences are for the purpose of mamntasning the integnty of  grazng management 
system whoch enhances the overall landscape condstions. reduces impacts to mpanan areas and enhances 
fish habitat condsvons and populabon viabel.:y mm the landscape as a whole 


The general grazing schedule for Home Creek Pasture would be carly season grazing The Stephens Pasture 
would have early season grazing or late season grazing im some years The management flexibslsty created 
by development of the addsvonal pastures would permst the grazing rotanon to include rest yea s as needed 
Stephens Pasture would have trailing through 1 every year There would be no access for livestock to lower 
Home Creek during trasling The size of the pasture should allow for rasling without stray animals left 
grazmng along Threemuile Creek afterwards 


Uuhizapoa hmuts on herbaceous npanan vegetavon is an average of 45 percent of annual growth and 20 
percent on desured woody npanan species Uulizapon limats would typically not be reached dung carty 
season grazing because livestock grazing would be completed before diecary preference causes use on 
woody species and the herbaceous npanan vegetation Herbaceous vegetation near the stream (greeniine ) 
would be expected to have at leasi a 4-inch end of growing season stubble height Thus 1s adequate for 
herbaceous and woody vegetavon to masntamn stable streambank +. to provide for desired woody species 
recruitment and development. and to provide adequate vegetative Cover to capture sediment dumng peak 
flows 


The addivonal fences outlined in this alternative would provide the basx livestock and management control 
needed to accelerate upward wend im mpanan and rangeland condition on both public and private lands 
within the Cathow basins and the other watersheds of South Steens The cooperative management of 
ymtermited publi and prnvate lands would el:munate the need jor owner shap boundary feaces to accomplish 
the obyecuves of the Catlow Conscrvation Agreement 


Livestock grazing conchusion: Achievement of npanan and upland habitat objectives is expected on both 
private and public lands Movement toward actsevement of mpanan and upland objectives 1s expected at a 
faster rate than im Alternatives A.B. and D because of the difference in domestic livestock grazing manage 
meat This alternative would be slower in short-term improvements than Ahernative E. but in the long term 
1 would more fully achseve the abyectrve on the landscape than Ahernaurve E These results would occur 
because of cooperative watershed level management on land that 1s 6! percent private and 99 percent 
publi The proactive approach to vegetavon restaravon. and the landscape scale management of domestx 
livestock that does not segregate the private from public land No new private land boundary fencing 15 
anticipated 


Wild horse impacts: The free-roaming nature of wild horses would be negatively impacted with the 
addsvional 10 9 miles of fencing proposed Mrugatvon measures include placement of gates at all dominant 
horse trails. at least one every mile. on vehacular ways. and in all fence corners Approsimately | 5 to 20 
gates would be expected to be included mm this fence The gates would be lefi open when any two adjacent 
pastures are not being graved by livestock Nonetheless. the placement of this fence could restrict move 
ment of the wild horses and result in some of the horses remaiung in a smaller home range te. Mory 


Grazing by several bands of horses may have adverse impacts for desired npanan woody species establish: 
ment and desired herbaceous species due to uncontrolled umung and duration of grazing or due to confining 
the horses to a smaller use area As outlined in the South Steens AMP. gathernng of those bands of horses 
may be required, within the AMLs. when rangeland monstonng indicates they are having negative impacts 
on mpanan or upland vegetavon within the Catlow stream basins 
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Approximately 10 percent of the horses un the HMA reside om the vicunsty in whach the fences are proposed 
An addaional S to 10 percent of the horse herd may move in and out of thus arca. These horses may be 
prevented from entering. or restncted from leaving. the areca when the gates are closed Adaptive manage: 
ment strategies would vary the scason bvestock are im the area Typically, livestock can be expected to be m 
of April | to October 1. One out of four years the arca will typically be rested and gates will remain open 
all year Adequate forage and water would be available for all wild horses that may be restricted to the 
21,000-acre Home Creek Pasture or 4,000-acre Stephens Pasture for 3} months Horses would not be 
restncted from the use of the private land m the southern end of the HMA. whch imchudes tradmonal range 
within the Home Creek and Threemule Creek stream basins and 1s approumaicty 45 percent private 


Wild horse coactusien: The proposed Lausenca and Stephens fences may have some negative effect on 
wild horses. At most 10 to 20 percent of the herd could be affected. changing use patterns of the affected 
horses Mitugaton measures include placement of gates that would be left open when adjacent pastures 
were not being grazed by livestock These fences may affect the home range of some bands of horses 
within the South Steens HMA Even though gates are open. some horses may establish a home terrmtory 
different than that prnor to placement of the fence There would be no public private land boundary fences. 
therefore no adverse umpacts to wild horses from such fences 


Livestock grazing impacts: The adapuve management would contunuc. as outlined in Alternative B. with 
changes im mung of grazing and addsonal resi incorporated to accelerate an upward trend in mpanan 
condmpon on the Cathow streams The use of livestock herding practices would need to be intensified with 
several to many addsvonal nders to mstugate the effects of the Blnzen protecuon fence. whach shifts 
domestuxc livestock distrbynon to Home Creet The Stephens protection fence ell asd in the ache vement 
of obyectrves mm the upper reaches of Threemule Creek Even under these condmons. the msk of not achsev- 
ing the identified obyectves 1s greater than under Alternatives A or C and wmular to the msks under Aherna- 
uve B 


Although upward wend in npanan and rangeland condone 1s bemg acteeved on much of the publx land 
partons of the Catlow stream basins eith current a‘  wuve management and ¢1isting structures the 
accelerated improvement of habvtat for the enure ( nice stream basins descnbed i the Cathow Cocverva 
von Agreement canact be actueved without addsvonal fencing on the publx private land boundanes With 
61 percem of the Catlow stream bases privately owned and 39 percent publi land 5 cxpectes that the 
publx private land boundanes would be fenced by the private landowner ft 11 estemated 2 minimum of 25+ 
mules of } and 4 strand barbed ewe fencing would be placed slong publx private land boundanes to 
provide the coatrol of nvestact needed to achees the ecotogsc al abyectives outhned on the AMP and 
Conservanon Agreement Thus feaciong is needed & control livestact to allow far rest. and to control the 
tumeng and duraioe of grazing whach eri] enabic the acheevement of mpanas and rangeland condmon 
obyectives Nonetheiess. the expected feacung of the prvate land undermenes the Cooperative managemeti 
outhned the Catlow Conservanon Agreement and creates a greater rsh of not acteeving the mpanan and 
upland abyectives on a landscape wale 


Livestert grasing cenctustes: Movement weard rangeiand obyecuves 1 cipected to he shower than 
Ahernatves A and C but faster than B because of the doflerence 9 domestx livestock gramag manage 
mem Except trough lvestact herdeng Gus aiternat.ve lacts meuganoe of Gy agen ve eflects of liwestt 
and wild harses concentrating on the lower reaches of Home Creet capected as a result of the Bhuzen 
protecton feace The construcvios of Ne Seepheas protecuce feace ungroves grazmg management = the 
upper reaches of Thweemste Creet The umcreased rehamce um herding would asd tet dors mt assure 
actuevement of obyecuves The alternative eowld be thower m shon term umprovements than Alernative 
E_ but on the long term « ell mare fully actweve the abyecuve thas Ahernauve E However the addnoe of 
25+ mules of private femcong and the use of private land for grazing independem of an umegrmed publx and 
private landscape management plan would likely result on shower empowerment: on the pry ate Land 


Wild horse imaparts. Wikd hore: would (omunur to have adverse umpacts oe Home and Threemuic ( reeks 
above the Catlow Rum dur to seasomal Concentrapon by several bands of hares and mcreased use duc to 








Appendixes 


the aewty-constructed Bluzes protecvon fence As outlined in the South Sicens AMP. gathering of those 
bands of horses may be required. withun the AML. when rangeland monstoring indacates they are having 
negau ve impacts on mpanan or upland vegetavon eitten the Catlow strcam basins 


The free-roaming nature of some wild horses may be negatively umpacted with the addvonal | 0 mule of 
fencang proposed. Approxumately 5 percent of the | orses mm the HMA resade on the vicinity in whuch the 
fence u proposed Aa addsvonal $ percent of the horses may move in and out of thus area These horses 
may be prevented from entering. or restncied from leaving. the arca when the gates are closed Adapuve 
management strategoes would vary the season livestock are in the areca Typacally, lvestock can be expected 
to be um the pastures. and fence gates closed. for approsmately three consecutive months during the 6 
month period of April | to October 1. O~- out of four years the areca would typically be rested and gates 
would remamn open all year Adequate forage and water 1s available for all wild horses that may be re- 
stncied to the 4,000-acre Stephens Pasture for } months 


The negative mmpacts would be mingated by placing gates in the fences at al! domunant horse trails, at least 
ome every mile, on vebucular ways. and im al! fence corners Approximately four to five gates would be 
expected to be included m thus fence The gates would be lefi open when the pastures are not being grazed 
by brvestock. 


Wild horses currently roam and graze the intermited private and public lands within the Catlow basins If 
public private land boundanes (25+ miles anucipated) are fenced. the wild horses in the southern end of the 
HMA would no longer have access to pnvate land which 1s approumately 45 percent of the tradivonal 
range within the Home Creek and Threemile Creek stream basins In fact the southernmost pasture that 
would be created, the Stephens Pasture. is approxima 60 percent private land Gates on private land are 
not required to be left apen This would affect the home range and free-roamung nature of a several bands 
of horses within the South Steens HMA 


Wild horse conctusion: The proposed Stephens fence may have some negative effect on wild horses Al 
most, 10 percent of the herd could be affected The fence may change use patterns of the affected horses. 
Mitugavon measures include placement of gates that would be left open when Stephens and Steens Pastures 
were not being grazed by livestack Even though gates are apen. some horses may establish a home 
termtory different than that poor to placement of the fence The potential for adverse impact to wild horses 
is more significant from public private land boundary fences These fences would affect the home range 
and free-roaming nature of some bands of horses within the South Steens HMA 


Livestock grazing impects: As described under Alternative B. 6! percent of the Catlow basins are 
privately owned and wittun the total South Sieens Allotment. 55 $ miles of streams are publicly owned. and 
81 9 mules are privately owned Eliminatng livestock use on public land would likely result in appro. 
mately 60+ mules of addiwonal fencing on public private land boundanes throughout South Sieens The 
cooperative management strateges sdenufied m the Catlow Conservation Agreement could not be imple. 
memed The habuat protecvon for the sensitive Catlow Valley redband trout and Cathow tu: chub would be 


lumsted to anty the public land managed by the BLM 


_ bvestech grazing conctusies: The upland and npanan habitat objectives are supported on public land by 
the management acvons described im Alternative E. but may not occur under this alternative on private land 
because s coordinated lands ape approach to management would not implemented No proactive manage 
men would accu for restarauon of the vegetavon through prescribed fire Without the watershed level 
management for domestx bi vesiact. overall improvement of the upland and mpanan habitat in Home 
Creek, Threemule Creek. and Skull Creek dramages may not occur 


Wd horse ienpects: Under thus alternative wild horse papulauons would be left to natural controls The 
aevwel diversity of plant species would further be reduced as wild horse numbers increased toward carrying 
capacity Populaton mcreases would occu and then de offs would result as the natural carrying Capacity 
of the habutat is exceeded 
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Wild horses would comtunue to have umpacts on Home and Threemule Creeks above the Cathow Rum. due to 
seasonal conceatranon by several bands of horses and increased use due to the newly constructed Biuzen 
protecuos fence If publc-private land boundanes are fenced (60+ mules antcupated) the wild horses in the 
southern end of the HMA would no longer have access to private land whch ss approuimately 45 percent of 
the wadswonal range withue the Home Creek and Thereemile Crect stream basins This would adversely 
affect the home range and free-roamung nature of x veral bands of horses withun the South Sieens HMA 


Wild horse conchusion: The potenual for adverse mmpacts to wild horses 1s significant from public-private 
land boundary fences These fences would affect the home range and free-roaming nature of some bands of 
hoses withun the South Steens HMA 


Summary of Impacts 


Livestock Grazing Management: Ai) alternatives suppor the upland and npanan habstat obyectives at 
least on public lands Alternatves A. B.C. and D would allow progress toward these obyecurves, but 
Ahernaturve C provides the best opportunity for achieving the obyectrves throughout the landscape Aherna- 
uves B and D do not matigate for the sheft in domestic livestock use expected from the constructon of the 
Bistzen protecuon fence other than through livestock herding In such a large area, with rough terrain. 
herding efforts are not expected to be pracucal or have adequate success in achieving objectives Adaptive 
grazing management strategnes under Alternative D would allow improvements in vegetative Conditions on 
public land. but the changes would be slower than in other alternatives With fewer pastures and less 
flexibility to provide rest to public and private pastures. the overall vegetative improvements may be 


Achievement of upland and npanan habstat obyecu ves on public land in Alternative E would be threatened 
by potential large increases in wild horse sumbers Improvements in vegetative conditions expected from 
removal of domestic livestock may be minimal 


Wild Horses: The primary adverse impact to wild horses in all the alternatives would be from the proposed 
or anucipated fences. Ahernatives A. B.D. and E anticipate substantual public-privaie land boundary 
fences. The potenual for adverse impact to wild horses 1s more significant from these fences. These fences 
would not be required to be placed in such 8 way as to minimize impacts to wild horses, and gates would 
not be required to be left open These fences would affect the home range and free-roaming nature of some 
bands of horses withun the South Steens HMA In parucular, if public-private land boundanes are fenced. 
the wild horses in the southern end of the HMA would no longer have access to private land which is 
approximately 45 percent of the traditional range within the Home Creek and Threemile Creek stream 
basins 


The fence proposals in Alternative C may also have an adverse impact on wild horses by affecting the home 
range and free roarning nature of some bands of horses within the South Steens HMA However, the fence 
proposals in Alternative C do not contain any anticipated public-private land boundary fences Mitigation 
measures to minimize adverse impacts include frequent and strategically placed gates. gates left open 
approximately 39 of every 48 month livestock grazing cycle, and fence placement that minimizes adverse 
impact to wild horses. 


Wilderness 


This analysis addresses impacts to WSAs from the Donner and Bintzen National Wild and Scenic River 
Plan Revision and the Catlow Valley Conservation Agreement This is a site specific WSA analysis. 


Impects: Naturainess. There would be an addition of 5 2 miles of new permanent fence constructed in the 
WSAs The additvon of thus new fence is estumated to influence the viewshed in approumately 5 percent of 
the WSAs There would be adverse impacts to naturalness as the addition of this structure would change the 
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estural Character of the landscape acar the fence However. an equal amoum of cuusung fence would be 
removed such that there would be mo net uncrease of fence withen the WSAs The removed nonfuncuonal 
fence would reduce the influence of fence from an equal amount of the WSA wiewshed The fence would 
provice bener control of livestock and umprovement to ecologocal values improved npanan vegetation 
condspon and bank stabelsty are expected. resulung in cmhanced fish habutat charactensocs Redband trout 
populawor, a special feature found mm the WSAs. would show gradual mmprovement, 


hts estumatcd that 20+ mules of addsvonal fencing would be comstructed by the private landowner, on 
povate land wsthen, adjacent to. and near the WSAs. to achueve the ecological obyectrves of the Cadow 
Conservanon Agreement This fencing would be constructed on private land inholdings withen the WS As 
and private land adjacent to and near the WSAs Although these fences would not be constructed wittun we 
WSAsS. they would have w adverse mmpact on the landscape withen whach the WSAs are found and along 
the WSA boundanes wh «¢ they are constructed 


Scenx qualives would be affected by the amount of these fences The private land fencing would also have 
an adverse influence on the quality of naturalness within the WSAs When encountered by the wilderness 
visitor, the physical presence of the fences detract from the WSAs On the other hand, through better 
livestock control, the vegetative charactensucs that contribute to naturalness in the WSAs. and habutat for 
wildlife and redband trout would be improved throughout the WSAs Scenic qualives © ould also be 
enhanced where ecological conditions were improved 


Long-term improvement to npanan vegetation condivon 1s expected Rupanan vegetavon would contnue 
to umprove with an increase in desirable woody species and desirable herbaceous hydnc species of sedges 
and rushes As a result of the early season utlizabon standard included in thus alternative for the Biazen 
Pasture, a porvon of whuch is in the WSAs. npanan vegetative Conditions are expected to show both short 
and long-term improvement Although the general trend in mpanan and upland vegetavon condivon would 
be upward. some areas would respond more quickly than others 


Solitude- Since the location 1s not frequently used by the wilderness visitor, i 15 unlikely that they would be 
encountered dunng construction of the praposed fences Solitude would be slightly impacted during the 
ume of construction which would be short term. lasting less than | -month dumng actual construcvon The 
impacts to solitude from nders herding cattle would be less than described in Alternative B The fencing 


and segregation of private land mholdings would be a detraction from the expansiveness of the WSAs 


Primitive and Unconfined Types of Recreation- The presence of these fences can have an adverse influence 
of & pnmutive recreation setting. which are common or expected im these places An equal amount of 
nonfunctional fence would be removed from the WSAs The presence of the additonal 20+ miles of 

pn vate-public land boundary fencing on imbholdongs and pr vate land near and adjacent to the WSAs would 
further restric: access along the WSA boundanes. Livestock, when they are encountered or where indica- 
vons of thew presence are found in a wilderness type of settung. are generally perceived as an intrusion on a 
pnmutive recreation expenence The chances of encountering livestock in this alternative 1s a greater 
probability dumng the spring and most of the summer The alternative does. however, remove livestock 
from the npanan areas of the WSAs dunng higher summerume recreation use penods 


Day Hiking/Backpacking/Horseback Riding. The quality of hikes or horseback nding may be enhanced 
through improved ecological condivons, resulting from the fences (better control of livestock) Improved 
Npanan condivons would improve huking types of acuvives im these popular suught-out areas However, 
this umprovement would be shower than Alternatives C and D Although. the proposed fences may hinder 
horse travel, gates would be located on primary horse trails, at least one every mile, on vebucular ways, and 
in fence corners to allow passage Approximately § to |0 gates im al! would be constructed Although the 
presence of fences generally detract from a recreation expernence to this user group. the proposed fence 
lacavons are out of the areas frequently traveled by the wilderness visitor 


Camping. The fences or resulting actions of these structures are not expected to have an impact on camp 
ing Livestock encounters, however, do detract from the expenence of this user group The alternative 
removes livestock from the mpanan areas of the eastern porvion of the WSAs dunng higher summerume 


recreation use penods Early season campers. in the npanan porvons of the WSAs (pnmanty eastern 
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secon) GF sumeerume Campung chCurmons mo the Gue: upland arcas of the WSAs (premarnity central 
and western) would heve a greater hkelhoad of encowmenng bvesact 


Frstung/Hunung Fistong and hunwng apportunsucs may be emhanced by the proposed fence (heme: Conical 
of bvest &) via umproved ecological condoms Opportunities far damestx bwestat granng management 
would result wa umprovements on fish habeus improved npanas vegetavor Comdsscn and hand slabelity art 
expected. resulung mm enhanced fish habuat charactensucs Redband vow popwlatoms 2 special feature 
fownd wn the WSA cowld show umprovement 


Although they can represent s henderance. fences are generally mca percerved to mgneficamtly degrade free 
access to fishung and hunung bocavoms his the ptrysacal crossing of the fence(s) that 1s found to be most 

undesarable and not the actual presence of the structure The praposed fence ss not located m 2 stream so 

would not have amy umpact to fishers other than as described shove The presence of lvestach may detract 
from huntng and fisheng expernences if they mmterfere with the harvest However these wmpacts are md 

gated because the livestock are out of the fishing area during the peak of the fishung season and aut of the 
WSAs enurely dunng the ume of most hunting seasons 


Wikdisfe Viewing The acvons or results from the fences cowk’ umprove wiidife habuat and thus mcrease 
the apportuniy to observe wild anemals These apportunmes exist primary on the Catlow Rum and 


camyoms 


Photography and Sightseerng Where ecologx.al conditions are improved the quality of Laking photographs 
of naturally occurnag ecosysiem funcuons and the umproved ughtseemng opportunmes of viewing nat ve 
plants and anemals in thew natural ervironment would be enhanced Praposed fence bac avons are out of the 
areas frequently traveled by the eriderness visitor In the porvos of the area where publ on private land 
fences are encountered this would detract from the photography and ughtseemng opportunmes bac ally 


Conctaston: When considering the onginal 4 miles of functronal fence recorded un the wriderness inven 
tory. the 10 13 mules of fence constructed by order of a court after the ongial wilderness wmvemtory 
occurred. and the § 2 miles of proposed fence under this alternative the total fencing om the WSAs would 
be 19 V3} moles I. estmated that wrth the c1isung developmenn acted a the ume of wiiderness inven 
tory, whch visually influence shout 2 percent of the WSAs the other fences that were constructed after the 
ongmal widerness invemtary the new fence that 1s berg proposed and the removal an equal amount of 
existong fence. that not more than || percent of the WSAs would acw be influenced visually from the 
presence of human developments The addon of 20+ mules of fencing that would likely he burl! on pr vate 
landkcidengs evthin adacemt to and new the WSAs would have an addivonal adverse empact on the 
WSAs themselves The physical presence of the fences detract from the WSAs when encountered by the 
wiiderness visitor On the other hand the vegetative Characteristics that Contribute to naturalness on the 
WSAs and habnat for widlife and redband rout would be umproved throughout both WS As 


The actions of the proposed fence (beter control of livestack) would improve some ecologK al values and 
subsequently enhance naturainess and some attrbutes of promt ve and unconfined types of recreation 
Habuat and populavon viabelity of the Catiow Valley redband tout and Cathow tw: chub are expected to 
mmprove The fencing needed to accomplish these emprovements on both publi and private lands would 
adversely mmpaci the visual character of the landscape but enhance the vegetative characternstics of 
naturalness Fishing and heaung opportune: may be enhanced through umproved ec ologx al Condoms 
The proposed fence on publi land would he an intruwon on 6 natural lands ape where in em ountered 
however an equal amount of fence would he removed from the publi land resulting om mo net increase in 
fencing on publi land The visual scen« quaiues of naturainess would he adversely aflecied by the 
amount of these fences partucularty the 20+ mules of fence expected to he bust on private landhoidengs 
withen adjacent to and near the WSAs The addivon of 20+ mules of private land fem ing would heve an 
adverse effect on the overall landscape withen which the WSAs errst Soom qualtues would be enhanced 


where ecologK al conditions were umproved 
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banpects: Neturainess No ore fences wowkd be Comstrucied witten tee WSAs however > mules of 
fences wowkd be expected to be constructed on prwaic land exten adjacem to and ace tee WSAs 
lovemact management acucr: would eprove coobogx al Comdmons and Guus wowkd enhance natureiness 
and prumwve and unconfined ty xcs of recreauon Redband rout popwiavons s specaal feature found 2 te 
WSAs would show shower agro vemem thas under other shernauves However adja em priwene land 
what onfluemce: Gi secomdary value may mot show the omprowement hex suse « mot heeng managed 
ender s coaperau ve landac ape managerarn agreemenm Scenx qualues ether Gee WS As wcwid be 
mmderectty and adverschy empacted by thee extensive fence Comstructios expected on private land exten 
adimcem tc amd near the WSAs improwed ( omdmams to the land may cmprowe certass scenx qualmes 


Long term umprovement to npanas vegetamor condmoe u expected on WSA land Rupenas vegetoe 
would COmymue to umprovwe evth an morease op Geserable wordy epecees and Geswrabte herbeceaus bya 
apecees of sedges and rushes put at a shower rae than m Ahernatrwes AC or D Adjacent privase land may 


new cihebet hes same omprowemen adversety affectong the overall landscape setung of the WSA 


Sobtude lmensifed herdeng requirements evth as many as | 0 addmonal nder required ould adverety 
ompact solmtude for the eviderness visnar to beth npanan and upland areas of the WSAs These ompacts 
wowkd accu during the spring and summer seasom ‘he peak Uimes for eriderness visas The fencung and 
segregation of private land mhoidengs wowkd detract from the expansrveness of the WSAs 


Prmive and Unconfined Types of Recreaon The presence of these fences can have an adverse influence 
om 8 pNMwUvE recreabom setung ehech are Common of cipected on these places Thes fencing on mmbhoidung: 
and private land near and adjacent to the WSAs would restrict access withen and along the WSA bound 
anes Livestact when they are encoumered of where india avons of thew presence are found i a erider 
ness type of setung are generally percerved as an mtruson on 8 primitive recreanon expenence The 
chances of encowmenng bvestact im tes alternative is 2 greater probabelty during the apring and most of 
the summer The shernative does however remove lrvesioct from the mpanas areas of the WSAs during 
higher summerume recreation use periods 


Day Heting/Bact pacting/Horsehact Rideng The quality of hukes or harsebact mding would be enhanced 


by emproved ecologx al Condmons The praposed fences on privane land evthen adjacent to and near the 
WSAs would header foot or horwe wavel Amy gates wowld he placed at the dracretom of the landowner and 


may be kx ted Whee encowmered the presence of fences generally detract from a recreanon expenence to 
ws user group 


Campeng General emprovement of ecologx al Condrvons wowld enhance s Campung eipenence | svestact 
encounters however do detract from the expenence of the weer group Emcowmer: eth nders wm the ares 
are also expected to dewact from the campeng expenence Adjacent private land may not exhib Gwe same 
omprovement adversely affecting the overall landac ape setiong of the WSAs 


Histeng Humong Freheng and hunting opportwarue: would he emkan ed as ec obogs al Comdmuons emprove 
the haba of game epeces Pisheng opportune: may he show mm recowenng ence private land portlans of 
the haber are net bhely to he managed evther ec oonernt ve frame wort of lands ape management 


Wiidile Viewung Wiidiife wee ung appartunitirs would he enhanced where ec otoge al Comdevons om 
proved thew habe These anparwnnues etre: primarily on the ( athow Rem and (amyons 


Pretograpty and Soghtaeeeng Phonograph) and cghiseeing onporunmters wowkd he enhanced where 
ecotegs a Condeloms ungrowed tw natural er cironment Where pr vau land fences are em countered « 


would detract from the phosograpiy and taghtseeeng onporuncies kx ally 


C ometeston There wowkd he no further de velogememi: added to the WA: ope if ally Howewer the bkely 
wckdetecm of YO+ moles of fomce on private land evthen adjacent i and near the WSA: would have onderec' 
adver ompacts to many of Gyre eviderness (harm tervetn © 
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lengrowemest af ecotogacal con@vans wawkd eahance naturainess and mos atutwics of poms. -¢ and 
enconfieed types of recreapon. by fisteng apportumiues would be show to umprovwe The hitely adduon of 
We mutes of fence on prrvene land ertbun adyaceet wo and aca te WSAs would have Gurect adverse 
mmpects os the wilderness character Management of thee putix land scpareic from the omacrmengicd 
privese land wowkd result m tiower habeus umprovemens for the ( athow redband vow 


lmpects: Neturainess. There would be an addmoe of approsimatcty 0 9 meles of new permanent fence 
constructed m the WSAs Thus fence mchudes the Leuserica fence. the Stephens extenwon fence. and the 
Biuzee Pasture G vison fence referenced m the Donner und Blazes Appendia The addivon of thy nce 
fence s esumated to wmflwence 7 percent of the WSAs wewshed No ace fences are antcupated on private 
land wrthen. adjacent to. or near the WSAs An addmonal || to |? mules of somfuncuonal fence would be 
removed from the WSAs thereby reducing Gee wnflucace of fem =. an equal amount of the WSA 
wewshed 


There would be wmpacts to nsturainess as the addmon of thes structure would change the natural character 
of the landscape where « has a visual influence However the removal of an equal amount of nonfunctional 
fence would enhance the wewshed mm the area from whach 1s removed The Lausernca fence would extend 
across the WSAs at shout the midpow The purpose of the fence (bener control of livestack ) would 
wmprove many ecolog« al Condoms 


Long term improvement to npanan vegetavon condor ns cipected Ripanan vegetavon would conunue 
to umprove with an increase in desurable woody species and desirable herbaceous bydrx species of sedges 
and rushes Thos ahernatrve provides the fastest rate of actee vement of mpanan and upland vegetation 
condone abyectrves and umprovement of vegetauve charactenstcs of naturalness throughout the WSAs 
and on private land withun. adjacent to. and near the WSAs 


Opportumues for umproved domesta bvesioct gramng management would resull in umprovements in fish 
hatetat improved npanan vegetavor condion and hank stabrlity are capected resulting in enhanced fish 
hata charactenstcs Redhend rout populavons a special feature found in the WSAs are expected to 
show immediate improvement as habrtat ns emproved in both the WSAs and on private land erthen adjacent 
to and near the WSAs. 


Where the fence is found w ‘tun 0 SO mule of the Catlow Rum. some adverse umpacts to ighorn sheep (a 


special feature) may occur These umpacts are mitigated by using a } strand barbed wie fence constructed 
| mole from the Cathow Rum 


Scenx qualues and the Condivor of naturainess om the comity of the fences would be adversely affected 
Due to the locaton of the fences. and the lact of fences on private land withen. adjacent to. or near the 
WSAs iis bess bhely thats vista would encounter them than mm Ahernative A Scenx qualities would be 
enhanced un the wiceety of the nonfuncvonal fences proposed for removal and where ecologn al Conditions 


were improved 


Solmude The analyse i the same as described m Ahernative A relative to umpacts to solitude during fence 
comstruchon Construction of the fence may take a few days longer than the fence proposed mm Alternative 
A With the addmmon of the fence however the umpacts to sobtude from more nders herdeng «atthe woud 
be clumenatied Widow the need to fence private land unhobdengs the feeling of expansiveness of the WSAs 
would not he empe wed 


Prem ve and Unconfined Types of Recreanon The presence of these fences sould have an adverse visual 
wnfuence om @ pomitive recreavon setung The proposed ba ation of the fence on upland sagehrush and 
peraper habeiat 1s such that «ell scat be frequently encountered by the eriderness vison that typec ally 
vreets the stream corndor The removal of an equal amount of nonfum tonal fence would enhance the visual 
safwence of 8 Prive recreauon setieng of the areas where «on removed The fences proposed under 
other shernat ves on private land even adjacent to and near the WSAs wowld not be necessary | ive 
sock eter they are encowmered of ehere undx atoms of thew presence are found ine ekdermess type of 
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setung. are generally percerved as af mmtruon on 8 prumutve recreawoe capenence The chances of 
encoumenng bvestact m Gus alternate are jess likely than the previous shernatrves 


Day Hitung/Bactpacting/Horsetect Radeng The quality of bikes cr horsebact nding would be enhanced 
Grough improved ecological comdspoms. wtech are te result of tee fences (temer como! of livestact) 
improved npanan condémons would enprove bubung types of actives om thes papular sought cul arcas 
The praposed fences could hander fou or hone wave! for s eiiderness vente These structures generally 
detract from a recreabos ecxpenence for tus user group However gatrs would be lacated on rails and 
ways, at a!) Gornenant horse tasks, at least one every mule. and m all fence corsers. Approsmatcly | 5 two 20 
games wouk b< expected to be mmchaded m thus fence Adverse impacts from the fences wtach would hkely 
be constructed on private land under other ahernatrves with adjacent to. anc near the WSAs would not be 


present 


Camping. The fences or results of these structures are not expected to have an umpact on camgung Whee 
lvesack are present. ar indscawons of thew presence are encountered im a camp. « generally detracts from a 
recreanos cxipenence The chances of thus happeneng are greater during the spring unts! meddle summer 
penad The arernatrve removes lrvesiact from the npanan areas of the WSAs during hagher summerume 
recreaton use penads Earty season campers im the npanan parvons of the WS.As or summerume camping 
excurmons ito the dner upland areas of the WSAs wowld have a greater likelshood of encoumenng 
livestock, However pasture rest perads im thes alternative climenate thes umpact ) years out of 4 


Fisheng/Hunung Fishing and hunong apponunrues would be enhanced by these fences (hener control of 
lvestack ) through umproved ecologycal condsvons Oppor.untues for domestx livestock grazng manage 
ment would result on improvements in fish habuat Improved npanan vegetavon Comdspon and bank 
stabebity are expected resultumg im enhanced fish habuat characternsucs Redband trout popwiavons 3 
special feature found im the WSA_ would show improvement 


Fences represent a hinderance to freely access fishung and hunung locations. although they are generally 
not perceived to mgnificantly degrade Gus type of recreation activity ht is the phywcal crossing of the 
fence(s) that 1s found to be most undesirable and not the actual presence of the structure The proposed 
fence 1s not located near a strearn so would not have amy impact to fishors other than as described shove 
The presence of livestock may detract from hunting and fishing experences if they umerfere with the 
harvest In thes ahernative these impacts are mitugated bec ause the livestock are out of the fishong ares 
durvng the peak of the fishing season and out of the WSAs enurely during the ume of most hunting seasons 


Wiidiife Viewong The results of the fences are capected to umprove wiidhfe habeist and thus increase the 
opportunity to observe wild anemais in the long term These opportunmies ¢1ist pomanity on the Catlow 
Rom and canyons 


Photography and Sightseeing Where ecologx al condstions were umproved. the quality of taking photo 
graphs of naturally occurnng ecosysiem functions and improved ughtseemng apponunrtes of viewing 
native plants and anemals in thew natural environment would be enhanced Where publa on private land 
fences are encountered. « wowld detract from the photography and ughtseerng opportunites kc ally 


Courtustoan, When considering the orginal 4 moles of functional fence recorded in the eriderness inven 
tory the 10.1) meles of fence comstructed by coun order after the orginal eiiderness inventory occurred. 
and the 10.9 mules of praposed fence under thy ahernat ve thes would bring the total fencong in the WSA up 
to 25.2 males bt es estemated that with the existing developments wtech mfMuence showt ) percent of the 
WSAs. the other fences that were constructed after the ongmal eriderness inventory occurred the new 

fem « that  beeng proposed and the removal an equal amount of eristeng fence thar mat more than |) 
percent of the WSAs would now be visually influenced by the presence of human developments (On the 
other hand the 20 to 60+ miles of fence that would lhely be Constructed under the other alternatives on 
povee land withen adjacent to and near the WSAs would not need to he Constructed 


The proposed fences on WSA land are for the purpose of marntanneng the omegnity of » grazing manage 
ment tystem wha h enhances the overall lands ape condruoms reduce: umpacts to mpenan areas and 
enhances fish habetat Condimoms and popelason viabelity The results of the proposed femce (hener (omtro! 
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of bwesnact ) would amprove mary ecologies Com@mom: and sutseguend) cohen: naturniness amd some 
emritwars of prumave and unconfined types of recreawoe There would he kx ahired ompacts to naturainess 
as the adGmoe of theese fences would change Ge naturel Character of Oe landscape where Oe fence has 5 
visu imflurace Removal of as equal amount of nonfuncuonal fence would however enhanc the natural 
character @ those areas where Ge feace 6s removed 


Opportumnes far damestx lvesuxt gramng management would resell a emprovemens im fish } abe 
improved npanas vegetapoe comdmce and bank stability are ca pected resulting «= enhanced fish hate 
charactersucs Redhend rout papulanam s specu! feature found m the WSA1 would show umprovemen 
The proposed feaces would masmume and emgrove the health of the plam Commmunmes allow allcomen 
obyectves to be actuewrd. enhance habeas condmpons for sensmve Cathow Valley redband vou and ( atlow 
Valley ta: chub and overall enhance wiiderness values 


The Lausernca fence would extend across the WSAs and enhance the vegetatrwe Characteristics of natural 
ness throughout the WSAs Fisheng and humung oppartuniues would be enhanced through umproved 
ecologxcal condivom The fence mseif would be an intrumor on s natural landscape where «on em countered. 
however a praposed for Construcuon 1 s sagebrush and punuper beach area of low use by the wriderness 
visticar Although scenx qualities along the fence would be adversely affected sce quaimes would also 
be enhanced throughout the WSAs where ecologx al condoms and vegetative Charactenstcs of natural 
ness were enhanced The proposed } wie fence largely mingates hazard to aghorn sheep The WSAs 
would not he wmpacted by the construction of 20 to 60+ mules of fence that would hhely he constructed 
under other ahernatives on private land withen adjacent io and near the WSA under other ahernati ves 


lampects: Naturainess There would be an addon of | mole of mew permanent fence comstra ted m the 
WSAs The addmon of tus new fence is estemates to m.luence $ percent of the WSAs 


An sddmonal | to ) miles of nonfunctional fence would he removed from the WSAs which would reduce 
the influence of fence by approumately | percent of the WSAs wewshed There would be umpacts to 
naturainess as the addepor of thes structure would change the natural character of the lands ape where 1 has 
a visual influence however the removal of an equal amount of nonfunctional fence would enhance the 
vrewshed on the ares from whach ms removed 


Approumately 25+ meles of new fence us expected to be constructed on private land withen adjacent to 
and near the WSAs There would be empacts to naturalness as the addruor of the Saephens eriension fence 
would change the natural character of the landscape However «1s hoc ated near the extreme southern 
portion of the WSAs The addmon of 25+ mules of fencong that would lhely be bush on private land would 
have an addruonal adverse wmpact on the WSAs 


Livestock management acvons (¢ g reductions m stacking eve! increased rest perads reduced penad of 
use herdeng) would emprove most ecology al Comdmuoms ower the long term and thus would enhance 
naturainess and pomrve and unconfined types of recreavon Redband trout s epecial feature fownd om the 
WSAs would be unproved over the long term However adjacent private land ehach influences thes 
secondary value may nat show the umprovement bec ause they would mathe managed under s Cooperative 
lande apy Management agreement 


Long term improvement to npanan vegetanor condmon «expected on WSA land There would be short. 
term ompacts unt! liveston t bevels are adjusted on publx land erthen te WA: Ripanan vegetation wouk! 
Comtnue to emprove eth an mmcrease in deswable woody apecies and dewrable herbaceous bydrx apecses of 
sedges and rushes Adjacem: private land may nce euhebe ws sare emprovement adversely affecting the 
overall landacape setung of the WSAs 


Solmude The umpacts are the same as described in Ahernative C cacept there wuuld be less fence com 
structed on WSA land reswhang om less ume oF exposure to fence Comstrucy © activities adversely affecting 
soltude The ompacts on private land evthen adjacent to and near the WSA would erist tos much greater 
degree lmenefued herdung requrement would advo. sel) oma! solace With as mary as | () ackdetecomal 











Aprende r: 


nders requared to herd bwesicct scdetade for Ghee eubdermess vrestor to both mpanae and upland arcas of the 
WSAs waukd be adversely umpacted These empacts wowkd acc Gurung the apring and camer seascms 
ee peat omes for evkderness venta The fencong and segregamoe of privme land mhchdungs would dewact 
from tee cxpamarveness of the WSAs 


Prem ve and Unconfimed Types of Recreanoe Livessact. ehen they are encoumered or where imdx atoms 
of thew presence are found ma wiiderness type of setumg are generally percerved as an mtr usson on 8 
prmuuve recreawos expenence The chances of encoumermg lvesact are tugh Groughcas the sprng and 
SURE, TOC Team season 


Day Hiting/Bactpacting/Harsehact Radeng The quaity of tukes or horseback nding would be enhanced 
withen the WS As through emproved ecalagx al Comdmvans etuch are om part the results of the Saephens 
extenmons fence (bemer como! of hwestact) Livestact management applcamons (¢ g reducbons in 
stacking level mmcreased resi pends reduced penad of use) would also comribuie improved npanan 
condmom would umprove bulung types of acuvmes m these papular sought out areas The praposed fence 
and those fences proposed on private land even adjacent to and near the WSA would also hunder fact or 
hoarse wavel Gates would be located on all maya horse trasls and vebwcular ways withen the WSAs but nor 
necessarily on the adjacent private land fences The presence of these structures generally detracts from a 
recteation cipenence to thu user group 


Campeng The fence of result of « are not expected to have an impact on campeng Whee lrvestack are 
present or indacawons of thew presence are encountered ma camp a generally detracts from a recreanon 
expenence Although the chances of the happeneng are less lhely om thes shernatve due to a pearnnal for 
fewer livestock the lvestack would be present throughout the Campeng season Encounters with nders m 
the area are also expected to detwact from the campeng capenence 


Fisteng/Hunung bisheng and hunung opportunues would he enhanced through improved ec alogx al 
Ccondmvons as a result of the Seephens fence (hener control of tivestack) and other livestock management 
avons Fisheng apportuamues may be show on emprowrng sence prvate land portons of the habriat are not 
lhely to be managed evthen s Cooperative framework of lands ape managemen The Stephens fence may 
represent a hondramce to freely access frsheng and humung lac ations althowgh a fence in thes area is po 
percerved to sagneficantly degrade thus type of recreation actvity The presence of livestock may detract 
from huntng and fisheng cxpenences if they umerfere with the harves: however livestock would not he om 
the area during the Ome of most hunting seasons 


Wiidhte Viewwng Wikdhie newing apporunves would be enhanced where ecology al Condmons um 
proved thew habe These apportwnmues enrst pewmarvy on the C athow Ram and camyons 


Photography and Soghtseemg Where ecologx al conditions emproved so wowk! sightseeing opportune: 
and the quality of Lahong photographs of naturally cccurnng systems (plamis and anemals and thew intera | 
ons between each other ns eriderness type of environment) Where publx on private land fences arr 


ercowmered they eowk) dewat from the phetography and wghtseeing oppor unnies ba ally 


Conctasion Whee comsadernng the orginal 4 moles of fumctional lence recorded on the exilerness inven: 
tory. Gwe 101) moles of fence constructed after the arngmmal wiiderness inventory occurred and the | mule of 
proposed fence under the shernative tus would bring the total fencing om the WSAs up to 1S |) moles bos 
estomaned that eth the crsung developmen ehech influence abowt 2 percent of the WSAs the other 
fences that were constructed after the orginal ei) terness ipwemiory cccurred the new fence that i beong 
proposed and the removal of an equal amount of nonfunctional fence mee more than 46 percent of che 
WSAs would now be unfuenced by the presence of human develapmenn Howrver the lhely addition of 
25+ males of femce om private land erthun adjacent to and near the WSAs wowld have oncerect adverse 
empacts to many of thew eviderness (haractenstas mprowrment of redband wow habeat would he slower 
than under Ahernaw ves A on ( because more eriensive use of the private land wha h Comprise nearly feo 
herds of the lands ape would he expected than under any other aliernative er epe Ahernative b 


lenproved ecakogs al Comdenoms reeling from the Seephens eriemscom fem e sdong euth other bvesint 
management strategies eowld enhame naturaio ss and mos! attributes of prometive amd wnconfoned types of 
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recreamos Hoerver some atrvteacs of premeret and wnconfimed types of recrraman wowk! te adversely 
empacted because of Ge presence of Ges fence Frsteng opportumrurs would be show emproving The hitrty 
addmce of 25+ mules of femme on povme land even acacem & and mea Oe WSAs would have inderr 1 
adverse empacts to Ge evkdermess Character of Gurse WSAs The fence: wowld also have an adver visem 
ampact to naturainess @ thew vicumety ehach wowkd be balanced by removal of an equal amount of c1ssung 
sonfuncuonal fence The fences would change Gee character of s natural landecape @ thee vicomity bet 
enhance ecobogs al and vegeta ee values Groughowt Ge WSAs There eowid be fewer beret em coun 
tered than om the pee vous shernatves cramened tet bwesta t emccumen ecowid bbety sell acu trough 
ont the apng and curmmer wasn 


lanpects and Conctuston A!) primary and suppiememal eridermess values wow! be enhanced om publa 
land om the shartierm However influence from irvesice t use on priwme land and reiaied management 
acvors such as the addrmon of up to 60+ males of fence on privane land exten adjacem tw and nea the 
WSAs and from uncontrolled management of wid horses would have 2 dwect adverse wmpact to ecolog« af 
condoms wm the WSA: improvement of ecotogx al Comdmon on publx land ecwid enhane naturalness 
and most amrvhuaes of pomeive and unconfined types of reoreatecom ben fishong oppemunmues would he tice 
wmommprovrng The likely addenoe of the 60+ moles of private land fem ing would hawe direct adverse 
empacts to the eviderness Character of the WSAs Management of the publx land ecparaic from the 
wmermengied pxrvate land wowkd twemen the habs and long term wciabebiry of the ( athow redband rout 


Summary of Impects 
(Represents a Consolxdaied surmmary for hath WSAs) 


Alternauves A BOD and F all hawe sognefx amt armcwnts of fem ong that wowkd bhely he Constructed of 
private land evthen adjacent to and nea the WSAs Adjacent privan land etech could adversely influence 
the secondary values may not chee raped on endespread emprovement mn ecotogK al Comduscms |e these 
ahernanves the land ecukd mca he managed under 8 oomeratve lands ape managrmenm agreemen: an! 
would adversety affect the overall landscape setung of the WSAs Alernatrves AC and D ehach om bude 
vanous femcong proposals on publx land eowld have a least an equal ammount of ¢risting nonfum bomal 
fence removed 


Anernay ves Band F have no development proposed on publn lamd ten begh levels of fem ong wrmshd he 
expected on private land even atjacent to and near Ge WSA leprowrment te ec obogx al Condoms 
would be show a accurnag Presem eviderness vatues are cipected to generally be masntamned of en 
hamed although m hath shernatrve: cipected avons om adjacem private land to manage brvestex t (cwkd 
hawe an onderect adverse influrme on cunplemential evkderness vahers f ecodoge al ccmedrtens devercr me 
Alsernative () has some fencing propemed but alec roles om other by vrsicn b management hmegques 
(herdeng redwctioms op ston bing level increased rest pereds on reduced perents of use) to m tue ve om 
Proved ecotogs al Condvoom Where ec ologs al Comdvsams art umproved naturainess and some anribwies of 
prewtve and umconfined types of recreauom are emhamed The fem er | Seephens crienson fem un the 
Howe Cree WSA) would also have adverse compacts to nsturainess as 8 development fommd ins natural 


‘arte age 


There art averwe ompacts io naturainess and to some arrvbwies of pret or amd umcomfomed types of 
recreates (awsed from the presence of these fences me natural lamdac ape Alternatives A and ( om hude 
more ace femme on WA land than the other ahernatves tee adversely aflecwed vahurs womkd mew he 

Ge graded we (ar as we omstrann future evidermess re cHmmemdancme The rrewits of three mee femmes on 
pein land ecmkd creel one me mprovrmen of most ec oboge al comdeteme rmham ing natursturss [yeh 
habeist and comme emrvienes of prom oe and omc amined types of recreate Alernatives A amd ( alee 
require less femcung on private land evthen adjacent to and mea Gee WS As |e fat under Alternative (mo 
wtdesemal prowess femong is capecied The WL As and adjacen amd onterepersed private land eowkd he 
managed Geomgh (cx perm: ve lands age managemen The progemed lems mn Alternative ( eran + the 
BLM 6 abelery to manage thw land 8 manner ee as mew to ompee Cre cusiabelety for preeery ate nn ae 

we rkdertmres 























Appendaces 
While the presence of most fences in WSAs cause the natural character of the landscape im the vicinity of 
the fence to be changed or altered, the degree of those adverse umpacts, because of the amount of fencing 
proposed, are overall the greatest im Alternatives A and C on WSA land However impacts from fence 
constructon can be reclasmed to a condsvon of being substanually unnoticeable in the WSAs as a whole. 


No fencing on WSA land 1s proposed in Alicrnatives B and E. Likewise, the greatest amount of fence 
removal is proposed for Alternatives A and C with the least amount in Alternatives B and E. Improvement 
of ecological condspons of WSA land. whach would mostly enhance naturalness, are better pronounced in 
Alternatives C and D, although the mmpacts on the private land are greater in D. Changes im scenic qualities, 
infieencing mainly naturalness, are most evident m Alternatives A and C for the Home Creek WSA (scenx 
weslr ses are a special feature of ths WSA). However the landscape scale impacts are greater under 
Alternatives A, B, D, and E due to the high levels of fencing that would be expected on private land within, 
adjacent to, and near the WCAs and the lack of a landscape management agreement. 


The longer the fence, the more construction involved and thus the greater chances for short-term impacts on 
solstude. Typecally the fence construction would be done by hand by a crew of two to three people. On 
WSA land, thes impact on solitude is greater in Alternatives A and C and to a lesser degree in D. Under 
Ahernatives A, C, and D, the fence construction on public land would take one month or less. None would 
occur in Alternatives B and E on WSA land. No wilderness value in the WSAs would be degraded or 
adversely affected in amy meaningful way by actual construction of a fence on public land. However, under 
Ahernatives A. B, D, and E, high levels of fencing would be expected on private land within, adjacent to, 
and near the WSAs which would also impact solitude and the feeling of large expanses in the WSAs. 


The influences of human developments to the two WSAs would be increased from the placement of 
additional fencing Alternatives A and C have the greatest potential to cause an influence to WSAs as these 
pated fencing on the private land, within, adjacent to, and near the WSAs. Alternative C has the least 
amount of fencing on the landscape settuung of the WSAs Location and construction critena for fences on 
public land are designed to ensure that the activity will not yeopardize or negatively affect Congress’ ability 
to find the WSAs have the necessary wilderness characteristics. Fence construction and nonfunctional fence 
removal would result in no net increase in fenceng in the WSAs. 


The proposed fences in Alternative C provide the minimum necessary facilities for public enjoyment of the 
wilderness values and for protection or enhancement of the land's overall wilderness character on a 
landscape basis Mitigating measures such as the removal of an equal amount of nonfunctional fence from 
the WSAs, placement of fences im areas not frequented by the wilderness visitor, and use of fencing 
standards allowing wildlife passage have been included These measures would enable the BLM to use the 
project and cooperative grazing Management strateges to protect the land's wilderness and ecological 
values without creating noticeable degradation of natural character to the WSAs other than the localized 
impacts near the fences Mitigation measures for fences proposed under Alternatives A.C, and D on public 
land are the same These measures cannot be required on the private land fences which are expected to be 
constructed on the private land within, adjacent to, and near the WSAs in Alternatives A, B.D, and E. 


In order for the BLM to manage im a way that best protects WSA values, the alternatives would be consid- 
ered in a landscape context Because of the very high percentage of private land within the landscape. the 
best alternative would be one which incorporates both private and public lands in a coord:nated manage- 
ment strategy to protect overall landscape ecological values Alternatives B and E result in the greatest 
amount of fencing on the landscape. although the least in the WSAs. and the greatest amount of segregation 
of private and public lands for management. Whule the direct impacts to the WSAs may be less in these 
alternatives, the indirect mmpacts to wilderness values from the segregation of the private land, from the 
landscape within which the WSAs exist, would be the greatest Alternative A is intermediate in the amount 
of segregation of private land and indirect impacts on wilderness values Alternative C has the least amount 
of new fence on the landscape (both public and private), the most amount of fence constructed and re- 
moved from the WSAs. and the greatest integration of public and private lands into an integrated land 
managenent strategy to protect the values of the WSAs and landscape within which they exist 





Scmstheas! Ore pom Resoure Managemen Plan / Exvirommenia! impact Siaiemen: 


Detailed umpacts are des. sbed for public land only Approumiatcly two-tards of the landscape 1s privaicly 
owned and one turd public land Much of the habetat arca for these species ¢1ists also on the large amount 
_f private land in the area. 


Alternative A 


Impax i: Of the Special Status species there could be umpacts on Californma tughorn sheep, northern 
foshawk, Swainson's hawk. ferrugsmows hawk. sage grouse. bobolink. Prebic's shrew, and spotted frog. 
Thus alternative would likely unchude 20+ mules of fencing on the pnvate-public land boundanes withen the 
habstat areas The enure landscape could not be managed in a full couperative partnerstup Impacts ident- 
fied and associated with fences on the BLM land would typically exist at the private fences om the habstai 
arca Habutat condstons on the private land may deternorate 


The Home Creek protecuon fence could allow mmproved mpanan management along | 5 2 miles of stream 
including improved species nchness Many songturds and sma)! mammals would be favored by increased 
willow and alder cover and increased ground cover The spotied frog may be adversely affected by grazing 
im mpanan zones (Munger, ct al. 1994), but mmpacts have not been well defined. Probably the presence of 
residual cover in mpanan zones on low gradient reaches of stream would favor spotied frogs Sumularty, 
increased cover would benefit Preble's shrew. 


Grazing use into the warm, dry season would allow relatively little regrowth of herbaceous mpanan species 
and use on woody npanan species could be heavy during July or later Nonuse would favor ccasiderable 
herbaceous cover develo; nent during the rest years. 


Bobolinks, a bird using meadows, could be favored by improved npanan condition and moderate livestock 
use, but, due to the smal! size of meadows, little of this area 1s sustable bobolink habstat 


Northern goshawk. Swainson's hawk. and ferrugynous hawk would be favored by additional prey that may 
result from increased upland and mpanan cover Adequate herbaceous cover would be left on uplands for 
ground nesting birds, such as sage grouse, at most stocking levels Al upper stocking levels the grazing of 
uplands could affect some ground nesting species by reducing cover during use years Dumng nonuse years. 
considerable residual cover would be present for wildlife use 


California tighorn sheep are pnmanty found within |-mile of Catlow Rim There 1s limited water along 
this rim and livestock use is mostly near where Home Creek, Dry Creek, and Threemile Creek cut through 


The Home Creek protection fence could have adverse impacts on bighorn sheep where it would be con- 
structed within |-mile of Catlow Rum Bighorns, particularly rams, may be entangled in fences Bighorns 
move along the mm and fences may impede flight to the nm when threatened by predators Fences would 
be constructed according to BLM specifications which would be 3-strand barbed wire within | -mule of the 
nm to reduce impacts on bighorns and 4-strand barbed wire beyond that which would be a slight hazard to 
mule deer an4 sage grouse An equal amount of existing nonfunctional fence would be removed Sage 
grouse may collide with new fences causing mortality (Call and Maser, 1985) It would have little umpact 
on antelope as they would pass under the fence Elk would be little affected as most of this area 1s not elk 
habitat. The eastern mile of the Home Creek protection fence has light use by elk and chances of entangle. 
ment are slight 


Conctusion: Rupanan vegetation would continue to improve with an increase in desirable woody species 
and desirable herbaceous hydric species of sedges and rushes Although the general trend in mpanan and 
rangeland condition would be upward, some areas would respond more quickly than others Movement 
toward wildlife habutat obyectives 1s expected, but at a slower and possibly delayed rate compared to 
Alternatives C and D, because of the difference in domestic livestock grazing management Attainmcnt of 











Appemin 1 
the obyecturves 1s expected to be fasicr than under Alternative B because of the meugawon of the negative 
effect: on the lower reaches of Home and Threemule Creeks expected from the construction of the Bhuren 
protecpon fence This alternative would be slower m shorn term mmprovements than Ahernatrve E. but on 
the long term « would more fully actueve the obyectrve then Alternative E These results would occur 
because of a more Cooperative watershed-ievel management. a proactive approach to vegetaton resiorsbon 
and management of domestc livestock that allows actuevement of the obyecuve Nonetheless the addsbon 
of 20+ mules of private femcang and the use of private land for grazing independent of an integrated public 
and private landscape managemen plan would likely result on shower impr. vements on the privaic land 
Maugation for adverse mmpacts of fence construcuon on wildlife speces would be unchuded on fences 
constructed on public land No such measures are required for the fences constructed on private land 


Impacts: This alternatrwe would likely include 30+ mules of fencang on the private-public land boundanes 
withen the habstat arcas The entire landscape could not be managed in a fuli cooperative partnersiup 
Impacts identified and associated with fences on the BLM managed land would typically exst at the 
private fences m the habstat arca Habstat condsvons on the private land may deternorate 


Wildiife wumpacts described m Alternative A would occur but. due to the rehance on nders to keep cattle off 
mpanan areas. thes alternative 1s less likely to umprove wildisfe habstat Use in late season ald require 
extensive nding to keep cattle off streams and the recovery of mpanan habsat 1s expected to be slower 
Uuhzavor levels along streams would probably reach tarpet levels before target levels are approached on 
uplands Use on uplands im July would allow little regrowth of upland grasses that occur in the warmer and 
lower elevations of the pasture This would lima herbaceous cover used by many wildlife species and 
would be less favorable to wildlife than Ahernative A Impacts on Special Status species would also be 
similar to Ahernative A. but at a slower rate and less opportunity for mprovement 


No additonal obstrucuons to wildlife would occur due to fencing on public land Private land fencing 
impacts would be as described in Alternative A 


Conchusion: Movement toward wildlife habutat objectives is expected to be slower than Alternatives A.C. 
and D. because of the difference in domestic livestock grazing management This alternative rehes poma 
nly on livestock herdeng to mrtigate the negative effects of livestack and wild horse concentrating on the 
lower reaches of Home Creek and the upper reaches of Threemuile Creek. expected as a result of the Blazen 
protecvon fence The increased reliance on herding would asd in but not assure, achievement of objectives. 
This alternative would be slower im short-term improvements than Alternative E_ but in the long term it 
would more fully achseve the obyecuve However. the addition of 30+ miles of private fencing. and the use 
of private land for grazing independent of an integrated publi and private landscape management plan. 
woud lhely result in shower umprovemests on the private land Mitigation of adverse impacts of fence 
construction on wildlife species are not required for the fences constructed on private land 


Impacts: No new fences on private land are anticipated The entre landscape would be managed in 2 ful. 
cooperative partnersiup Habstat conditions on private land are expected to improve as a result of the 
cooperative landscape management strategy 


The opportunity for mmprovement of mpanan habuai would be beter than on Alternatives A and B since 
control of cattle would be easier. there would be no late season use near sirearn mpanan areas. and some 
regrowth would accur following cattle removal during the grazed years Also. the cartier removal of cattle 
would favor the mamtenance of vigor of many upland grasses and at upper elevations regrowth During 
nonuse years. considerable herbaceous cover would enhance the habitat of many wildlife species Benet 
cial umpacts on wildlife. unchuding Special Status species, would be accelerated over Alternatives A and B 
due to a more raped emprovement in mpanan habriat 204 more residual Cover on uplands 


Impacts from fencing on tighorn sheep. mule deer antelope and sage grouse would be sumelar to those 
described in Alternative A. sance the Lausenca fence and the Stephers extension fence would also smpact 
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Scmateas: rey. e Resource hhamagemen Pian bavvrommene img) Sager 


wiidisfe along addsvonal pars of Catlow Rum Elk cowhd be sigttly affected along the casicra ) males of 
Lawsenca fence where some clk use accu 


Cenctestes: Actucvement of mpanas and upland habetat abyecuves 1s capecied on both private and publac 
lands Movement toward actecvement of mpanan and upland abyecuves s cipected bul at a fasacr ratc than 
wm Ahernatrves A.B. and D because of te deflerence m Gomestx lvestock grazng management Thess 
anernative would be shower m shor term umprowements than Ahernauwe EF but on the jong term « would 
more fully acheeve the obyectrve on the landscape These results would occu because of cooperstrve 
watershed level management on land that inchades a large percentage of private ownervhap with the public 
land. a proactive approach to vegetabon restoravon and landscape sak management of domesta bi vestact 
that does mot segregate the private fram publx land No ace private land bowndary fencing 1s antacupated 
Muugawon for adverse impacts of fence construcvon on wildlife species would be inchuded on fences 
comstructed on publi land 


impects: This shternative would likely include 25+ musies of fencing on the private -publa land boundanes 
withen the habciat areas Habetat condoms on the povate land may detenorate because the enure landscape 
could not be managed in a full cooperative partnersiup impacts idenufied and associated with fences on ihe 
public land would typically also exist at the private fences im the habstat area Acuve herding would be 
required and the wildlife and habuat disturbance associated with this acuvity would be semilar to that 
described m Ahernative B 


Thes alternative would provide rapid recovery of the mpanan areas used by wiidiife on public land mm 
Threemile Creek Removal of livestock early would allow considerable regrowth of the npanan areas 
thereby improving wildlife habitat Removal of cattle and wild horses from the Stephens Pasture during the 
early season would ensure excellent control on herbaceous use along Threemile Creek 


Impacts of fence construcuion on wildlife would be sumslar to thal previously discussed under Alternative A 


Ceactusion: Movement toward wildlife habstat obyecti ves 18 expected to be slower than Alternatives A_ and 
C. but faster than B because of the difference in domestic livestock grazing management Other than an 
mcreased rehance on bivestock herding. this alternative lacks mitigation of the negative effects of livestock 
and wild horses concentrating on the lower reaches of Home Creek. expected os a result of the Blitzen 
protection fence The construction of the Stephens protection fence improves grazing management in the 
upper reaches of Threemile Creek The increased rehhance on herding will aad mm. tut does not assure, 
achievement of obyectives This alternative would be slower in short-term improvements than Ahernati ve 
E, but on the long term it will more fully achueve the obyective However, the addoton of 25+ miles of 
private fencing. and the use of private land for grazing independent of an integrated public and pr vate 
landscape management plan. would likely result in shower umprovements on the private land Mitigation for 
adverse umpacts of fence construcvon on wildlife species would he included on fences constructed on 
public land No such measures are required for the fences constructed on pn vate land 


Impects: This alternative would likely include 60+ mules of fencing on the private public land boundanes 
within the habrtat areas The enure landscape could not be managed in a full Cooperative partnership 
Impacts idenufied and associated with fences on the BLM land would typi ally exist at the pnvate fences in 
the habuiat area No impacts on wildlife due to fencing would occur on BLM-managed land Habutat 
conditions on the private land may deternorate 


Imually considerable residual npanan and upland cover would result which would be used by wildlife As 
hoarse members increase. additional use on the herbaceous cover along streams would occur, decreasing 
cover available to wildlife This would be most pronounced in the Home Creek Bute area. an area favored 
by wild horses This would be an adverse impact on spotted frog and Preble 's shrew using npanan areas A 
large busidup on wild horses would affect wildlife using uplands as herbaceous cover 1s decreased and 
species Composition Changes to less palatable grasses This would be adverse for sage grouse and many 











Appendix ¢: 


other species tut use sagebrush and herbaceous Cover far acsung Thess could also Cause am mmcrease in 


mountme tng sagebrush and Wyoming tng sagebrush providing cover and forage for other specses of 


Heavy horse use on the upper clevauons of the Stcens Pasture could Cause some forage compeution 
terween cit and harses However. clk use ss generally high m thus orca and acas erttun be allcumeni 
withow ugaficam harse use would be svasiable for cl There would be luttie effect on deer and amiciope 
éue to Gflerent food habws than horses Heavy eid horse use near Cathow Rum could have the potenual for 
these ansmais use different habetats over most of thew range 


Canctastos: The wiidisfe habuat obyectrves are supported on public land by the managemen: acvons but 
may sot occur on private land because a coordunaied le.uscape approach to management would aot be 
umnplememed Without the watershed level management for domestic livestoct. overall umprovement of the 
upland and npanan habust in Home Creek. Threemule Creek. and Skull Creck dramages may sot occur 
Actuevement of wildlife habuat obyecti ves on public land would be threatened by potential large mmcreases 
m eid horse numbers improvements im vegetative Condivons expected from removal of domest.. live 
stack may be mammal Mitgaton of adverse impacts of fence construcvoa on wildiife species are not 
required for the fences constructed on private land 


Summary of Impacts 


All alternatives support the wildlife habstat obyectrves at least on public land Alternatives A. B.C. and D 
would allow progress toward these abyectrves but Alternative C provides the best opportunity for actneving 
the obyectrves throughout the landscape Alternatives B and D do not mitigate for the shift in domestic 
livestack use expected from the construction of the Binzer protector fence other than through livestack 
herding In such a large area, with rough terrasn, herding efforts are not expected to be , ractucal or have 
adequate success in achieving obyectrves Adaptive grazing managemen: strstegnes under Ahernative D 
would allow improvements to habsiat condivons on public land but these may be delayed in some locavons 
With one less pasture and less flexibility to provide rest to public and private pastures. the overall habstat 
improvements may be slower Achievement of wildlife habstat obyecu ves on public land in Alternative E 
would be threatened by potenual ‘arge increases in wild horse numbers improvements in vegetative 
conditions expected from removal of domestic livestock may be minimal 
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Potential Recreation Sites, 
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Existing Sites 


Opportunsves that could enhance recreavonal opportunities or protect resources from recreation related 
activins have been identified through existing planning decisions, visitor data collecuon, and imventones 
In support of these opportunities. the following 1 a list of potential new recreation sites and trasls. and 
improvements of existing sites within each Resource Area Thais list 1s not intended to be inclusive of snes 
and possible improvements Pror to establishment. sites and improvements would be reviewed by an 
interd:sc iplinary team to ensure cComphance with management obyecuves. 








Affected 

Sune Location Alternative Potenual lmprovements' 

Jordan Resource Area 

Wes Hawkins TMS, R4SE,Sec22 ACDE Trasthead for huking unto Owyhee Canyon 
Trailhead 

Deary Pasture TUS, R4E.SeM 8 ACDE Trasthead for hiking into Owyhee Canyon 
Trasthead 

Parks Dam T29S, R44E, Sec 4 AC Trasthead for hiking around lakes and over 
Trasthead lava flow 

Cow Lakes T28S, R44E, Sec 27, ACD Improve camping sites and boat ramp. 

28 enhance waterfow! habitat and viewing 
opportunites incorporate Watchable Wildlife 
program add imerpretavon 

McDermitt Caldera T1415, R4OE A Day and overmght site et south end of Trowt 
Carnpground Creek -Oregot. Canyon SRMA 
Antelope Reservor T30S,R45E.Sec32 AB.CD Develop trail system icorporate Watchable 
TIIS, R4SE, Sec 5.6, Wildlife program add imerpretaion 
7,18 
Rome T3IS, R42E Sec 30 =A BCDE = improve campground, develop permanent 
Highway 95 Inter TS, R44, Sec OA Install toslet and prcnx facshues for day 
pretive Site use only Improve Taylor Grazing imerpret: ve 
wagn 














Aflecaed 
Sne Lacawoa Ahernay ve Pare legrovemenn 
Owyhee Spring T325, R42E, Sec 6 AC lengrove far day and owermgtt use add 
eet ae tay 
Maiieer Resource Arve 
Horveshoe Bend T21, RMESec30 ACD Rover setung for day and owernght use along 
US. Hey 20 
Coyne Place TS, ROGER. Sec 3 OA River senung far day amd owrrmghe use 
T21S, R4GE, Sec 4 slong US. Hwy 20 
Big Bend T218, RAGE. Sec 2? OA Snake Rover boat access dey use 
Hummer Spring TIS. RIVES iS ABCD Day/overmgh tae evwh wasthead for 
Castle Rack. 
Riverside T2358, RIVE. Sec22 ABCD Day/overmgn sme eth trathead and host 
access 
Snake River TISS, R47E.Sec2? ACD Boat access day use Wanchable Wildlife 
IMEr Tre abon 
Desert Trail (see description) ABCD Corndor pout to pownt tras! between Rowe 
TH and nea Sumtingwater Pass eth 
mele acts 
Malheur River (see descrypion ) AC Nonmoson zed was! aiong abandoned 
Tras! restromd grade on Malheur River herween 
Riversade Oregon and near )untura Oregon 
woth waslheads 
Owyhee Breaks (see description) ACD Nommotonzed pownt to pownt tras! herwren 
Trail Owyhee Reservow Sume Part and Berch Creet 
Histor Ranch 
Lower Owyhee (see description) ACD Developed tras! along Owyhee River helow 
Tradl the Dam herween LowerOwyhee Canyon 
Wan hahie Wildlife ce amd BOR Covernmen: 
C amp (varying length by alterna ve) 
Castle Rack (see descrpmon ) AC Developed was! from ( asthe Rack and Humer 
Tras! Spring Recreation Sies to om bade ( asthe 
React 
Lower Owyhee (undetermined. AC Day/overmght use sne on Owyhee River 
Canyon below the Damn 
Te Springs T2285, R40 Sec 3S ABCD Enlarge existing ene prowde for dey! 
ee 
rercnse 




















T335, RISE, See 18 


Lex ston Poareual legrorements | 
Chukar Pert T2085, RITE. Sec 77 lmgrowe war fur host and group Campeng 
eae tymem santa faculty Gay) 
overmet fa rues 
TIS, RAGE, Sec 18 improve eae eh hom rempdext ¢ pended 
partong pam une Wan tate Wiidlife 
eat ae ed 
T2158, R4SE, Sec 22 lmgwowe cars day/owermgte fac vhues eater 
symem partong omecrprriawon ¢achosurt and 
wale ad 
Lower Owyhee T2105, R4SE, See 14 bahance arta wrth addrvonal omerpertanon 
River Wan hatie exclosurt and redhead saclhne omerpret ve 
Wiidiele Corndar vie wong Pownts: 
TITS, RITE. See 28 Improve cae eth exclosure day/overmgh 
{aches traslvead 
Slocum Creet/ Leshe Guich ACEC Per approved Leshe Guich ACEC plan lmprove 
Laestee Crake h wrth day/overmgt fa siues sanellne 
we leade parting omerpretancn 
Alkal Springs | TITS, R4SE, See 5 Improve parting 
Oregon Trail 
Barch Creet - TIS, R4SE, Sec Improve partong 
Oregon Trail 
Keeney Pass 
Oregon Trav! TIWS, R45E, See 2) Improve parting 
Andrees Resourre Aree 
TIM, RITE, See | lmerpretanon sme day use area wth fa ilites 
brog Sprongs TISS, RO4E, See & ACD Semuprvm ve ampeng fac sirues Constr ted 
Development acount because resource 
protecvon = necessary () acres) 
T3258, RISE. See 7 Presendly semen ve Campground and 


wmerprev ve wie Area would be Converted toe 
regular campgrownd eh designed cies and 
other (a vhetes 


Scene vista of the hugh Serene Mownc aon 
excarpment and umerprenve sme (< | acre) 





Snemasteras te pee Reser 1 theme prem Fam fm eyrimemrnic mn hc 





Lestiee 43&=5»=©«Aerneie 





TIS. 232.58 ACD 


TIS. RITE. Set 8A 


T3258, RIQE, Sec 2 ABCD 


z 
iff : if 


T37S, RITVE, Sec 6 A 
TMS, ROME Sec 26 A 


TW5. RITE. Sec tO =A 
T4605, RIGE, See 5 


T3235, RIQVE Sec 29 ACD 


P Hell T325, RIE, See 3 a 


T3358, R32 4 B. 
Sec 3031 


ABCD 


TMS, RME. See ABCD 


Soenx vista of Cathow Valicy and rom lmerpee 
uve one of Gee anceemt lake and area 6 Cultural 
humory (< |-ecre) 


Scemx vista of Cathow Valley and rm imerpee 
wee ome of the amceem lake and arta + Cultural 
hustory (< |-ecre) 


Wowld be an expanded verwom of @ brost 
wrth facshmes (type and wre of dewrlapment 
vanes wth shernatve) Facet) could be an 


omeragency Federal Sume and Comrmunry 
efor 


Pasi meneng omerprewve ome (40 acres) 
Rect coflectong area (| 58 acres) 


Desognate a Navona! hat Country by wey 
pom Ge crrsteng Treat ( reet Momumtaens 
pubic access route a Type [Tl 4 ete! drive 
byway (18 mules) 


Hebong Wael begenmeng & North Saree: | op 
Romd 7 motes cast from Page Springs ( amp 
growed Hebe 0 to 8 grove of whee fe otech 
wrcomemean «the and hugh deser (4 moles) 


Overland /umerwen ve ete weceung ers Sirens 
Mowntae shove brem hgien ic | are) 


lmerpret ve sgns tree ture 
and access Wael 


Jenprowe cote eth bromk Labhes amd cogs 
| stabbed agreement eth bee kds amd (0K) T 





ee dr enemrm vege me ami) ere et eterna oo 








Appendix V 

Rationale Supporting the 
Possible Changes in Wild and 
Scenic River ORV Conditions 
Found in Table 4-3 
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Home A 


Koger. A-8 


McCoy, A-13 


Mud. A-14 


Pike, A-15 


Threemile, A-19 





A-D 


A-D 


A-D 


A-E 


A-D 


A-D 


Bonamc and wridieie values would benef by clumenavon of hwemack grazing and associaicd 
ompacts 


Fish. scemc. and prmutive recrrspon values would be protected by WSA status providing 
protecuon of natural values and meting activites. wtach Could have the potential to adversely 
afloct these ORV ss. 


The upper reach of uiream would be umproved and protected through the apphcavon of saund 
pramng Managemen poncupies This would be enhanced by adhering to the provimons in the 
comervabon agre-ment eth the USFWS for protection of the Cathow Valley redband trout 
and C=low tw chub 


Fish values benef by climenation of lrwestack grazing and assacated rmpacts on fishery 
habeiat 


Scemc, fish habrtat. and wildlife habetat values would be protected by WSA status providing 
protecnon of natural values and lemeting activises. whch could have the potential to adversely 
affect these ORVs These values would also be protected and enhanced by ACEC management 


prescnpoons 


Through current policy for npanan man. _..aent. the upper and lower reaches of Kiger would 
be protected through the application of sound grazing management practices for this arca 


Fish and wildlife habstat will benefit by climanation of livestock grazing and assaciated 
Hmpats 


Fish and wiid?ife habwtat values would be protected by WSA status providing protection of 
natural values and bemuting activities, which could have the potential to adversely affect these 
ORVs. 


Th: ogh current policy for npanan management, the upper and lower reaches of McCoy 
Creea would be protected through the application of s «== grazing management practices for 
thes area 


Fish and wildlife habrtat will benefit by ¢\. menation of livestock grazing and associated 
impacts 


The botamc velues would be protected by WSA status providing protection of natural values 
and lymutong activities, which could have the potentis) to adversely affect these ORVs The 
stream is excluded from grazmnc 


Wildlife habutat values would be protected by WSA status providing prote von of natural 
values and limeteng activities, which could have the potential to adversely affect these ORVs 
These values would also be protected and enham od by ACEC management prescnpuons 


The lower reach of stream would be improved ad protected through the applic ation of sound 
grazing management pnnciples Thos would be enhanced by adherng to the provisions set 
forth im the terms and conditions of the grazing permst which are consistent with the Section 7 


Biological Opymon for Lahortan cutthroat trout Grazing only accurs in the lowest segment of 
the stream 


Wildlife hatetat will benefit by elimination of livestock grazing and assaciated impacts 
Fish hatwtat and cultural resource values would he protected by WSA status providing 


protection of natural values and limiteng activities which could have the potential to adversely 
affect these ORV s 
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River 


Alternative 
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Wiidhorse. A-20 


Willow, A-2! 


Van Horn, A-27 


Little Cottonwood, A-25 
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A-D 


A-D 


A-E 


The upper reach of stream would be umproved and protected through the apphcauon of sound 
gramng management poacupies Thes would be enhanced by adhering to the proviseons om the 
conservabor agreement with the USFWS for protecuon of the Cathow Valicy redband trout 
and Catlow tu chub 


Scemc. pnimutive recreabon opportunmmes. eridhfe hata, and botamcal rescurce va ‘ues 
would be protected by WSA status providing protecvon of natural values and limeting 
actvines, whach could have the potential to adversely affect these ORV: These valucs would 
also be protected and enhanced by ACEC management prescrpoons There ss no livestock 
gramng suthonzed eitten the canyon 


Boxarncal resource values would be protected by WSA status providing protection of natural 
values and hemuteng activites, whach could have the potential to adversely affect these ORVs 
These values would also be protected and enhanced by ACEC managemeni prescnpmons 


Botamcal values on the entire stream would be improved and protected through the existing 
npanan policy. through the appiicavon of sound granng management poncipies This would 
be enhanced by adhernng to the provisions set forth in the Terms and Conditions of the grazing 
permet whech are consisient with the Section 7 Biological Oprmon for Lahontan cutthroat 
trout Grazng only accurs on the lowesi segment of the stream 


Botamcal values will benefit by elimenation of livestock and associated impacts 


The pnmutive recreational values would be protected by WSA status provicingprotection of 
features of the WSA The entire stream would be protected through the existing npanan policy 
through the apphcaton of sound grazing management pninciples This would be enhanced by 
adhernng to the provisions set forth in the terms and condrtvions of the grazing permet which are 
consistemt with the Secnon 7 Biological Opmmon for Lahontan cutthroat trout Grazing only 
occurs on the lowest segment of the stream 


Recreation values would benefit by elymination of livestock grazing and associated impacts 
Botamcal resource values would be protected by WSA status providing protection of natural 
values and limeting activities, which could have the potential to adversely affect these ORVs 
These values would also he protected and enhanced by ACEC management prescnpoons 
Botanical values on the enure stream would be protected under existing Npanan policy. 
through the apphicat-on of sound grazing management pninciples Grazing only occurs on the 
lowest segment of the stream 


Botanical values would benefit by elimination of livestock grazing and associated impacts 


0) 788 Regwer Me if 

















